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If you want warmth and comfort indoors, with complete privacy, peace and. 
quiet, and a high natural light level ask for... 


Consult the Technical Sales and Service rT 4 55 
Department at St. Helens, Lancs., or I N S U L I T 
Selwyn House, Cleveland Row, St. 


James’s, London, S.W.1. Telephones: 
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Send for the free booklet giving fixing details for “‘ INSULIGHT”’ Hollow Glass Blocks 


PILKINGTON BROTHERS LIMITED 


Supplies are available through the usual trade channels. ‘‘INSULIGHT"’ is the British registered trade mark of Pilkington Brothers Limited 
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R.LB.A. Architecture Bronze Medal 


The award of the R.I.B.A. Architecture Bronze Medal in the area 
of the Leicestershire and Rutland Society of Architects for the 
five year period ending 31 December 1951 has been made in 


’ favour of the science block building, Leicester University College, 


Leicester, designed by Messrs. Pick, Everard, Keay and Gimson 
(Martin Gimson, T. W. Haird [F], Kenneth Arundel [A], and 
Hugh S. Smith [A]) with Thomas Worthington and Sons [F/F/A] 
as consultants. 


Direct Election to the Fellowship 


By special resolution of the Council and in accordance with the 
provisions of the Supplemental Charter of 1925, Section IV 


»_ Stones and early walling; the enclosure or “pound” 


Clause 4, Mr. R. Schofield Morris, President of the Royal Archi- 
tectural Institute of Canada, has been elected to the Fellowship. 


Christmas Holiday Lectures 


The R.I.B.A. informal lectures for boys and girls are being given 
this year by Mr. Hope Bagenal, D.C.M. [F]. His subject is Huts, 
Houses and Building Stones and he will deal with the origins and 
early development of the dwelling. As many architects know, 
Mr. Bagenal has a profound knowledge of the ways in which 
buildings grew, as it were, out of the rocks and trees. 

His first lecture on Wednesday 31 December will cover: ‘Field 
*; stockade 
structure; the early dwelling group; farm units; the first roofs: 


Shruck buildings; cottage types: significance of the ‘“‘pop holes’’; the 
\ @bdrn-plan and its development: the fire-house: the owl door: 
Fibs witch post.” 


‘The second lecture on Friday 2 January will deal with: “Geology 
me regional building; the volcano of Dartmoor: granite and its 
gifts; on using large stones; the forest and the frontier; buildings 
1 on Dartmoor and its fringe; the standing stones; the key myth of 
the West Country.’ 
Mi The lectures are for boys and girls of 13 years of age and 
RB} upwards and are given in the Henry Jarvis Hall at the R.I.B.A. 
py 2U 3 p.m. Tickets for both or either of the lectures may be obtained 
free on application to the Secretary, R.I.B.A., 66 Portland Place, 
London, W.1. Envelopes should be marked ‘Christmas Holiday 
Lectures’ in the top left-hand corner. Owing to the limited seating 
space available, it is requested that applications should not be 
made for more tickets than can be used. 


The Inigo Jones Exhibition 

The exhibition which, with the Sessional Paper which Professor 
Rudolf Wittkower will deliver on Tuesday 9 December, marks 
the tercentenary of the death of Inigo Jones, will be on view in the 
Members’ Room at the R.I.B.A. from 9 December to 3 January 
inclusive. Hours are 10 a.m. to 7 p.m. Mondays to Fridays and 
10 a.m. to 5 p.m. on Saturdays. The exhibition will be closed from 
24 to 28 December inclusive. 

About 60 original drawings will be displayed, including examples 
from the Burlington-Devonshire Collection, which have been on 
loan to the R.I.B.A. for many years, and a small number lent by 
the Ashmolean Museum and Bodleian Library. In addition the 
Duke of Devonshire and the Trustees of the Chatsworth Settlement 
and the Provost and Librarian of Worcester College, Oxford. 
have most generously agreed to lend drawings from their mag- 
nificent collections. Photographs of surviving buildings by Jones 
will also be shown. Although of predominantly architectural 
interest, the exhibition will also include designs for the Court 
masques. 


The A.B.S. Ball and Christmas Cards 

Members are reminded that the A.B.S. Ball in aid of the Centenary 
Appeal Fund for old people’s homes is to be held at the Dorchester 
Hotel on Wednesday 10 December. Applications for tickets are 
being received in large numbers. Those who are thinking of making 
up parties to attend the Ball should not delay doing so. 

The sale of A.B.S. Christmas cards is also proceeding briskly. 
Orders have been received from as far afield as Kenya. Members 
wishing to purchase cards—in any number from one upwards- 
are urged not to delay ordering. The total demand being unknown 
the Committee specially want orders early so that the proper 
numbers of each card can be printed. They wish neither to run out 
of supplies nor to have unsold cards on their hands. 


The Coronation 

The Council have appointed a Coronation and Reception Sub- 
Committee for 1953 to make arrangements for the R.I.B.A. 
Reception and to consider what arrangements, if any, should be 
made to mark the Coronation. In addition to the President, the 
following have been appointed to serve on the sub-committee: 
Mr. Martin S. Briggs, Vice-President, Mr. Kenneth M. B. Cross, 
Hon. Secretary, Mr. Thomas E. Scott, Hon. Treasurer and 
Mr. E. D. Jefferiss Mathews, Chairman of the Public Relations 
Committee. 
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York Civic Trust Summer Courses 


This year the York Civic Trust held a residential course on the 
protection and repair of ancient buildings. This was additional 
to their regular summer school of architectural study which is 
now in its fourth year. The ‘protection and repair course’ appears 
to have been remarkably successful, and is to be repeated and 
expanded next year in the form of two courses; one, from 23 March 
to 4 April, being on the Protection and Repair of Ancient Buildings 
and the other, from 9 to 16 April, on the Care of Churches. Both 
are under the direction of Dr. William Singleton, M.A. [A]. 
Prospectuses of both these courses can be obtained from The 
Secretary, St. Anthony’s Hall, York. 

The membership of this year’s course was limited to 22 archi- 
tects, surveyors and builders, who were selected from a large 
number of applicants. The syllabus included lectures, films, visits, 
exhibitions, demonstrations and practical work. Visits were made 
to see repair work at York Minster, Helmsley Castle, Rievaulx 
Abbey and several churches and other buildings; demonstrations 
of stone carving, lead casting and gravity grouting were attended. 
There were several lectures by experts in various fields, and 
numerous research and development bodies provided special 
papers, exhibits and pamphlets. The course culminated in a 
‘practical problem’ in which groups of students made structural 
surveys and produced reports on the derelict church of St. John, 
Ousebridge. Special mention should be made of an impromptu 
lecture given by a member of the course, Mr. E. A. Remnant [F], 
on the Ravenna mosaics and repair techniques used on them, 
illustrated with his own coloured slides. 

We understand that this course was not only so fundamentally 
informative as to be ‘on university level’—to quote one of the 
students—but that the cuisine at St. Mary’s Hotel was excellent. 
It seems likely that future applicants for these courses will have to 
form a queue for admission. 

The Summer School of Architectural Study already has its 
queue of applicants. This year it was held at St. John’s College, 
York, and was attended by 48 students, including eight from 
overseas. The work followed the successful lines of previous 
schools. A feature of the course was the series of evening lectures; 
these were by Miss Dorothy Stroud on 18th Century Landscape 
Gardening, Professor Geoffrey Webb [Hon. A] on Decorated and 
Perpendicular’ Architecture, Professor Rudolph Wittkower on 
Burlington and his work in York, Dr. Thomas Howarth [A] on L’ Art 
Nouveau and the Modern Movement, Miss D. Sylvester on The 
Northern Village—Evolution and Decay, Mr. John M. Holmes on 
Decorative Expression in Architecture, and H. Cadbury Brown 
[A] on Movement and Architecture. 

Dr. Singleton is to be congratulated on the outstanding success 
of these York Civic Trust courses which he originated and has 
directed so successfully. 


Books on Architecture for the General Reader 


In August this year we published a note on a selected list of books 
connected with architecture which had been prepared by the 
R.1.B.A. Librarian for the National Book League. In it we men- 
tioned some of the principal authors. Mr. W. Hanneford-Smith 
{Hon. A] has pointed out that we omitted Sir Banister Fletcher's 
History of Architecture and informed us that out of a sale of 
120,000 copies, by far the larger proportion has been bought by 
laymen. We had thought that Sir Banister’s famous book was so 
well known to our architect readers as not to need mention, but we 
must admit to ignorance of the fact that it has the status of a 
best-seller among the general public. 


Prize for Paper on Housing 
At the Public Works and Municipal Services Congress just con- 
cluded Mr. J. L. Womersley [A], Borough Architect and Planning 


Officer, Northampton, was awarded a prize of £20 for a paper 
entitled Municipal Housing. 
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King George’s Field, Stepney 


One of the objectives included by the London County Council in 
the County of London Development Plan is that of providing an 
unbroken greenway extending southwards from Victoria Park | 
almost to the docks, and a beginning was made when on 20 
October H.R.H. the Duke of Edinburgh opened the memorial 
gates of the first 10 acres of King George’s Field, Stepney, which 
will ultimately comprise 65 acres of open space and playing-fields. 
The new Field comes within the Stepney and Poplar recon- 
struction scheme and takes the place of an area which for t:vo 
centuries was crowded with congested buildings, until bombing | 
during the last war laid it waste and so prepared the way for its 
conversion into recreation grounds. Pre 
It will be recalled that part of the money subscribed for a/ jng; 
national monument to King George V was used in erecting a) pyt 
statue at Westminster; the rest of the fund being handed to eal field 


George’s Fields Foundation, who have made a grant of £75,000F disa 
towards the capital cost of King George’s Field, Stepney. » whe 

As President of the National Playing Fields Association it wll and 
have given the Duke special pleasure to perform a ceremony so | oll 


closely linked with his interest in the young and their healthful” 


activities. | 
he 
The Architecture Club I phe: 


A supper of the Architecture Club was held at Chez Auguste, | °F © 
Soho, on 22 October, followed by a debate on the proposition | P&! 


‘that modern architecture has more in common with the archi- J es 
tecture of the Middle Ages than with that of the Renaissance.’ | ae 
Viscount Esher [Hon. F] presided. The debate was opened by Mr. aa 
Basil Spence, O.B.E. [F] and Mr. John Summerson, C.B.E. [4], ) soo) 


and was continued by Sir Patrick Abercrombie [F], Sir Hugh } invi 
Casson [F], the Hon. Lionel Brett [4], Mr. Henry Strauss, M.P., | 
Lt.-Col. H. P. Cart de Lafontaine, O.B.E. [F], Mr. R. H. Matthew, | thar 
C.B.E. [A], Mr. A. S. G. Butler [F], Mr. O. P. Milne [F], Mr. f 
Ralph Tubbs, O.B.E. [F] and Mr. Peter Shepheard [A]. 


Preservation of Cottages in Oxfordshire 


The recently formed Oxfordshire Housing Society Ltd. have 
opened an appeal fund for the preservation of old cottages. It is § 
common knowledge that many fine old stone cottages, for the  f 
most part privately owned, are falling into decay because they 
are let at restricted uneconomic rents. The Society have realised 
that, as the law now stands, repairs to these cottages can be | 
done only on a charitable basis. 

The Society are buying and modernising groups of cottages in | 
Oxfordshire and badly need working capital to extend their | 
activities. Although they can sometimes obtain Government | | 
grants, these do not by any means meet their full needs. The — tha 
houses when repaired are let to local people, including existing ) con 
tenants, particular attention being paid to the needs of the elderly.) 1 

Purchase of a £1 share entitles the owner to membership of the © |S! 
Society. Loan stock at 3 per cent is issued in multiples of £1.) P& 
This stock can be transferred but not withdrawn. Donations 
and deeds of covenant are particularly welcome. Full particulars 
from the Hon. Secretary, Miss J. M. Scrutton, 1, Godstow Road, 
Oxford. 


R.LB.A. Diary 


MONDAY 8 DECEMBER. 6 P.M. Library Group Meeting. Identification } 
of drawings by unknown architects or of unknown buildings. 

TUESDAY 9 DECEMBER. 6 P.M. General Meeting. Inigo Jones: 
Architect and Man of Letters. Professor Rudolf Wittkower. 
TUESDAY 16 DECEMBER. 6 P.M. Pre-stressed Concrete. O. J. Mastet- 
man, B.Eng., A.M.I.C.E., A.M.1I.Struct.E. 
TUESDAY 9 DECEMBER TO SATURDAY 3 JANUARY. Inigo Jones | ay, 
Exhibition. Mon.-Fri. 10 a.m. to 7 p.m., Sat. 10 a.m, to 5 p.m. & pe 
(Closed 24-28 December inclusive.) i 
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FACED WITH the awful prospect of compos- 


ing an inaugural address, I consoled myself 
by thinking that, after all, there was a wide 
field in which to pick a subject. | am now 
disabused, since I have become aware that, 
when one takes office, one knows too little; 
and at the end of office, perhaps too much. 
Both of these situations suggest an attitude 
of the utmost discretion. 

The new President cannot safely deal 
with policy, for it is not yet formulated, and 
he would be grotesquely foolish to pro- 
phesy. Of such well-worn themes as private 
or official architecture he would treat at his 
peril. To discourse at length on such 
matters as controls or economics is unsuit- 
able to the occasion. Housing is always 
potential dynamite. To speak of fees is the 
reverse Of seemly, and in any case would 


' soon empty this hall of too many of our 


invited guests. 

A tempting alternative is to reminisce, 
than which nothing might be more tedious. 
The final surviving choice seems to be to 
ramble, and treat of architecture and the 
architect. The Institute, one remembers 
just in time, is still a Learned Society, and 
its President is therefore entitled to be 
woolly. 

If | express opinions, I crave forgiveness 


- for them, since they are purely personal. If 
| unwittingly touch on policy, I am eager 


to be disowned. And I should have men- 
tioned at the outset that as a measure of 
prudence I have decided to provide a pic- 
torial background to my address. It con- 
sists of a random collection of buildings of 
various periods which I believe to qualify 
as architecture, just as a visual reminder 
that the thing exists. I supply no names, no 
commentary, and no captions. 

This restricted lantern-slide background 


_ is thinly extended throughout in order to 


permit listeners to treat me as a kind of 
Third Programme item to which they need 
pay attention only when they feel inclined. 

Few people will deny that one of the 
greatest pleasures of existence is to visit 
other places and other countries. Contact 
with different climates, or nationalities, or 


' scenes, provides an endless satisfaction and 


ication 
ings. 
Jones: 
Aaster- 


| Stimulus. And a major interest against this 
ltesh background are the customs, manners 
and idiosyneracies of people and races, 
especially when interpreted through the 
' Medium of the arts, and of architecture in 


Particular. 


Jones 


URNAL 


So strong is the magnet of the visual arts, 


architecture, painting, sculpture, that 
5 p.m. 


people are drawn across oceans and con- 
nents just to see and feel what human 
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The Inaugural Address | 
by the President | 


Mr. Howard Robertson, M.C., A.R.A., S.A.D.G. 


Read before the Royal Institute of British” Architects 
on 4 November 1952 


beings have been impelled to express and 
create, thereby satisfying one of the deepest Hi 
of human urges and, incidentally, enriching 
their country and the lives of their fellow 
creatures. 

The prestige and attraction of great 
works of art never perish. They outlast in 
permanence of esteem, and certainly affec- 
tion, all the great accomplishments of 
scientists, warriors, and statesmen. Only 
music and literature endure in like degree, 
but their appeal is physically more cir- 
cumscribed. 

This aspect of the arts, and I speak of 
British architecture especially, is but in- 
differently apprehended, and appreciated 
chiefly on the plane of the material benefits 
accruing. That our cathedrals and great 
houses and charming villages attract the 
tourist trade is admitted at the financial 
level. But that a continuance of the attitude 
of mind and spirit which brought them 
forth is a duty owed to our national in- 
heritance, and a constant necessity to our 
spiritual development, is much less under- 
stood: whereas it should, in fact, be 
reckoned as a vital part of our programme 
for maintaining our position as a cultural 
force and influence. 

To define architecture with a bluff terse- 
ness as ‘shelter’ was a popular gambit with 
the sponsors of the functionalist creed when 
it was being developed before this war. 
The term was very properly used to clear the 
ground. But like all over-simplifications, it 
became dangerous. For to accept it without 
qualification would be to endorse a uni- 
versalexpression of building based primarily 
upon the spread of international structural! 
techniques. This would logically lead to in- 
dulgence again in over-simplification, to 
emergence of an international architectural 
expression, adopted regardless of peoples 
or climates; something imposed by the 
sheer power of techniques if not by the 
remorseless fanaticism of the disciples of 
an ‘ism’, 

Not many moments of reflection are 
necessary to show how dangerous it would 
be to regard art and architecture as subject 
only to the rational factor and the pressure 
of a kind of world mass-production, the 
ostensible motive power of which would be 
the satisfaction of material and economic 
needs. Out of this process there would 
almost certainly evolve new minimum 
standards, diminishing like those sets of 
boxes within a box. Apart from the crush- 
ing of the humanistic spirit, there would 
come the corollary of the awful monotony 
of high speed travel, faster and faster, by 
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supersonic or atomic machines, to visit 
places and their peoples who would be 
living, working, and worshipping in build- 
ings as like as like to those we had just 
left. A world, I fear, tending towards a 
major and soul-destroying boredom. 

We are happily still far from such a de- 
pressing era, but the architect and those 
who employ him should be warned, vigi- 
lantly on guard, and prepared to fight tooth 
and nail for the freedom of individual, 
local, and national expression to exist. 

Paul Valéry defined architecture as ‘the 
most finished, the most total of the arts’. It 
can never remain as that if it ever comes 
about that pre-planned architecture is 
solidified into types and purveyed ready 
prepared, in an officially sponsored pack- 
age. The architect himself has to remember 
that architecture is an art, and that it is part 
of his mission to remain an artist with 
cultivated sensibilities. He must strive, 
whatever his employ, to maintain his 
identity as a professional man with inde- 
pendent views and vision in a world where 
circumstances encourage the acceptance of 
an employee mentality. 

Buildings—houses in particular—have 
today to be designed for cheap and speedy 
erection to meet a desperate need. Plans of 
standard type are produced, with elevations 
more or less off the peg. This may be a 
present necessity, but one hopes it will be 
considered an undesirable policy for 
domestic needs over the long-term period. 
Let us not lose awareness of the psycho- 
logical dangers of excessive repetition, and 
consider on the practical side the slum- 
creation possibilities of multiplying repeti- 
tive types based on expediency alone. 
Although manufactured homes can fill 
specific needs and have attractive export 
possibilities, there must surely be for us 
some better solution than that of evolving 
a packaged architecture, which incidentally 
produces its own peculiar problems of 
obsolescence. The greatest attention should, 
I feel, be paid to conserving our exist- 
ing buildings and encouraging regional 
traditions; and to ensuring continuity in 
the erection of a few really fine quality 
buildings, as one would plant a new tree, 
to replace those that have fallen through 
old age or misadventure. 

It seems to me that the key to avoiding 
the pitfalls of sheer expediency lies in study- 
ing our building needs from a dual angle; 
on the one hand that of prime necessity, 
and on the other that of national ideals. 
Following such study would come a pro- 
gramme for the practical means of fulfil- 
ment, embodying, as I think it should, a 
fresh approach to the possibilities of closer 
collaboration between architects and the 
building industry; including amongst other 
aims that of maintaining the local and 
regional materials and crafts which in the 
past have made our small country so en- 
trancing to explore. On this latter point, I 
féel that the French have been well advised 
in rebuilding the core of a number of their 
historic war-damaged towns and villages 
in a manner contemporary yet respecting 
local feeling and tradition. In a few years 
the identities of these places will probably 
be found to emerge comparatively intact. 


The level of the design and work is fre- 
quently uneven, but the intention is praise- 
worthy and far-sighted. 

A further task is to find some way of 
ensuring the decencies of planning ard 
design without excess of baffling regulation 
and control. Better here perhaps a few mis- 
takes and failures than a gradual killing of 
the adventurous creative spirit. Architec- 
ture can never thrive in any society which 
comes to accept its notions of what is 
seemly from regulations or the findings of 
committees, however qualified their mem- 
bers. It must find its own level. History 
shows that buildings of merit are not always 
recognised at once. But if there is a strongly 
nurtured culture in a country and educa- 
tion puts more stress on the importance of 
orderliness and good manners, the worst 
aberrations would gradually cease to’ 
happen; and the minor ones remain only as 
warnings or possibly as intriguing 
curiosities. 

You will gather that I, personally, am 
worried over the likelihood of a failure, not 
so much to maintain our architectural 
heritage in the National Trust sense, as to 
define a policy to renew and enrich it. | 
feel, and fear, a decreasing appreciation of | 
quality, the lack of affectionate’ care in 
siting and designing in suitable materials | c 
many of such buildings as are important | 
enough to have an impact on the limited 
spaces of this little island. Every architec- 7 
tural achievement enriches, but each 
blemish or blunder helps to whittle away | 
our dwindling national store of architec- ~ 
tural beauty. It is true that between the | 
very good and the deplorable we can dis- | 
tinguish an architectural zone of perhaps | 
decent but undistinguished accomplish- 
ment, a sort of multi-purpose production, 
an ‘architecture d’ameublement’—to borrow | 
a simile from Constant Lambert. Such a 
non-committal safety-first architecture de- 
velops all too readily under the stress of 7 
present-day conditions. 

To restore one’s ebbing confidence, there | 
is happily to be found a rich vein of archi- | 
tectural talent in this country, and it has 
been tapped to considerable effect by some 
of our more enlightened public authorities. 
Architects working in a contemporary 
spirit have excelled themselves in many in- 
stances; in schools, which reach a high © 
level of accomplishment; in factory build- | 
ings and in industrial design; and in hous- ~ 
ing, both in houses and flats, many of which ~ 
are planned and outwardly designed witha 
skill unsurpassed in other continents. There 
is here only one sad reservation to be made, 
that in so many cases the materials are, 
through force of economics, unworthy of 
the design, while in others has_ been 
attempted a brave-new-world look which 
will not long resist the rigours of our 
climate. An architecture for the British 
Isles must be conceived not for the benefit 
of the photographer on completion, but as 
one that really weathers. And where we 


u 
lapse in that respect we show failure to 
appreciate one of the best aspects of our F o¢ 
own fine tradition. or 

I have spoken of some aspects of our to 
architectural problem, but now I would §& th 
refer more specifically to the architect him- 7 ha 
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on of | 
re in 
_ councils and corporations, he should be a 
bit of a lawyer too. He should, of course, 
' possess an alert knowledge of engineering, 
structure and materials old and new, of 
_ drainage, heating, lighting, interior decora- 
' tion and furnishings, and the specific re- 
_ quirements of many specialised buildings. 
~ He must also be a psychologist, understand 
_ all men and some women, have infinite 
" patience and philosophy, and be prepared 
_ to be occasionally rung up out of hours by 
_ agonised and peremptory voices. He must 
' have the habit of committees and their 
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self; for in safeguarding the future of our 
countryside and cities it is in the last resort 
the architect who is the mainstay of our 
hopes. 

The architect (and I apologise to those 
here who know him better than I do) is a 
man of qualifications and responsibilities 
so diverse that there is scarcely any section 
of the building or engineering industry 
wherein someone does not firmly believe 
that he could do the job much better. (In 
my more irritable moments I have felt 


how satisfying it would be to have this 
hypothetical person in the office for six 


months and let him both try his hand and 
break his heart). 
Architecture is a service to the public, 


‘and that is something apt to be forgotten; 


but it should be nevertheless practised as 
an art, as something more than a com- 
mercial pursuit. The qualified architect is 
a custodian of standards, a trustee for his 
clients’ interests, a judge of the suitability 
of sites and buildings, and one who spends 
much of his life between the upper mill- 
stone of his clients’ needs and the nether 
one of a stony finance. For him, therefore, 
business knowledge is obligatory; and 
having to deal with enactments and 


chairmen and come to know which type 
does not understand line drawings and the 


' neue Sachlichkeit. He must be capable, 
_ when roused, of being a forceful salesman, 
_ but on other occasions must learn to re- 
_ press an anxious eagerness. He must be 
_ familiar with all questions of licences, per- 
_ mits, town planning enactments, and the 
latest and stiffest hurdles constantly 
_ erected by resourceful legislators in front 
_ of any new building project. Like a surgeon 


or a doctor, he must keep abreast of all 
research and inventions, and read much 


_ more than the equivalent of the LANCET 
or the PRACTITIONER. 


It is just as well that he should be pre- 
sentable, clean, cultivated, knowledgeable 
about painting and sculpture, and able to 


put up a good case when the inevitable 
_ storm breaks over applied art in his build- 


' ings and the Philistines come upon him. 


' He must, finally, be prepared for capricious 


_ and uncontrollable variations in his annual 


Income on the all-or-nothing scale. 
Should any builder, quantity surveyor or 
engineer wish to lay a claim to the above 
qualifications as additional to his own, I 
can only conclude that he is not fully 


Occupied in his own trade or profession, 
_ or that he is looking blissfully—altogether 
_ t00 blissfully—over the garden wall. Never- 


theless the wind of criticism and disquiet 
has blown against the profession of archi- 
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tect, including gusts from within the 
industry itself. Professor Gropius, for 
example, late of Harvard, would like to 
see the architect functioning also as a 
master builder. And a contractor, Mr. 
Levitt, who has built hundreds of small 
houses in the U.S.A., has said in public 
that the architect is just a headache: though 
the odd thing is that in many speculative 
building enterprises an architect, of a sort, 
can be dimly discerned in the shadows of 
the back-room. 

Most practising architects today have 
come to realise that it is fitting to design 
and build in the spirit of our time. But 
many of us dislike to be pushed about too 
obviously by any clique or preached at by 
propagandists. With maturity in our pro- 
fessional life comes the thought that 
gradualness is not to be despised; that 
quality endures where excitement quickly 
palls; that no building should be critically 
judged in isolation from its context and 
without knowledge of all the factors in the 
particular building problem; and that con- 
ditions of climate, and considerations of 
maintenance, are major considerations in 
designing. 

As regards schools and styles, new 
materials, new architecture, there are so 
many words of wit and wisdom scattered 
through our architectural archives that I 
am happily absolved from attempting to 
add to them. Not very surprisingly, many 
men of quite diverse views have come, 
throughout the ages, to very similar con- 
clusions. In respect of the tyranny of 
cliques, for example, I remember a com- 
ment of Raymond Hood (the dynamic 
architect of the CHICAGO TRIBUNE, the 
American Radiator Company, and of the 
DAILY NEWS building in New-York) to the 
effect that he wished ‘we could all work 
with our own sense of discipline and be 
free as the devil’. Then there was another 
modern-minded American architect who 
complained that the architecture of New 
York looked first like a mausoleum, and 
then later like an exhibition of pastry- 
cooks. Aptly enough, the three great archi- 
tects who did most of the work in those 
pregnant days of modernism were referred 
to by Frank Lloyd Wright as ‘the Three 
Functioneers’. 

Lastly, worth considering by ourselves 
in relation to the future, is a reflection that 
the late Sir Edwin Lutyens made—and on 
this I will conclude. What he said is this: 
‘Granted new materials, it is easy to pro- 
duce novelty. But it is just as difficult as 
ever to create a work of art.” 


VOTE OF THANKS 


Mr. Hugh Molson, M.P., Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Ministry of Works: It is 
a very great pleasure and honour to be 
allowed to move a vote of thanks to the 
President. We have been privileged to hear 
an inaugural address which is arresting, 
original and inspiring. The President most 
carefully balanced our duty to preserve 
the past—and his lantern slides must have 
given us all the wish to do so—and our 
duty to produce in this generation works 
as good as those which we have inherited 
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from the generations which have gone 
before. 

He spoke of the ‘cathedrals and great 
houses and charming villages’. An earlier 
England allowed the great heritage of 
monastic buildings to be lost when the 
Reformation deprived them of their relig- 
ious use. I hope we shall not allow the 
great country houses of Britain which we 
have inherited to disappear just because 
in modern economic conditions they have 
ceased to be convenient habitations. I am 
sure you will all rejoice to hear that the 
Prime Minister announced this afternoon 
that it is the intention of the Government 
to introduce a Bill, if parliamentary time 
permits, in order that something may be 
done, in general accord with the objectives 
of the Gowers Report, to preserve our 
country houses. 

The President spoke of the difficulties 
which practising architects experience be- 
cause ‘the materials are, through force of 
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economics, unworthy of the design.” If, 
as a mere layman, I were asked to state the 
great merit of modern British architecture, 
| should say that it consisted in the elimina- 
tion of frills and in the complete purity and 
simplicity of design. 

May I take this opportunity of asking 
for the co-operation of all architects in 
securing economy of building materials in 
your designs? Our country is now facing 
several kinds of financial and economic 
stringency, and at the same time we stand 
in need of more building than ever before. 
Thanks to the progress of science and the 
superiority of modern building materials, 
many economies can be made. The Minis- 
try of Works obtained the co-operation of 
this and the kindred learned Societies in 
drafting memoranda showing how econ- 
omies can be made. Many of these relate 
to specifications and standards, but there 
is no doubt that the biggest economies 
can be made in design, for which you are 
responsible. You architects are both scient- 
ists and artists. Your science will enable 
you to build strongly with a minimum of 
materials and your art will make that 
austere building pleasant to behold. 

The President spoke jestingly of the 
obstacles you have to overcome in con- 
nection with building licences and, indeed, 
to the other obstacles ‘which are carefully 
erected in your way by painstaking legis- 
lators’. This Government is genuinely 
desirous of doing away with licences and 
controls as soon as it becomes possible to 
do so, and we have already doubled the 
‘free limit’ of work that can be done on 
houses without a licence. It is the policy 
of the Government to extend as far and as 
fast as possible the freedom of the client, 
architect and builder to get on with their 
projects without let or hindrance. As a 
licensing authority, the Ministry of Works 
tries to be as helpful and reasonable as 
possible, but inevitably we incur censure. 
The architectural correspondent of THE 
TIMES in his article last Thursday on ‘Re- 
building the City of London’ is the most 
recent critic, and I should like to give a few 
facts to put his statements in front of their 
proper background. 

He says that the fundamental reason for 
the sadly slow progress in rebuilding the 
City of London is the priority which suc- 
cessive governments have given to housing, 
schools and factories. I see no need to 
apologise for that provided he will bear in 
mind the most important of them all, that 
is, defence. A number of projects were 
being licensed down to mid-1951, and there 
was a special allocation of £200,000 per 
quarter for blitz reconstruction in Central 
London which, of course, included the 
City. Since then we have not been able 
to do any more, with one important 
exception which I shall mention later. Mr. 
Gaitskell imposed a ban on office buildings, 
including government office buildings, 
chiefly because of the rearmament pro- 
gramme. Mr. Butler lifted that ban in 
June 1952 for London only, but how much 
licensing can be done depends upon the 
amount of steel and other building materials 
available. 


The architectural 
says: ‘The Government, or the property 
companies whose enterprises they sponsor 
under the so-called Lessor Scheme, by 


correspondent also 


which accommodation is provided for 
lease by the Ministry of Works on behalf 
of Government departments, have begun 
to compete with private enterprise for 
space. . . . The first results of this can be 
seen in the construction of new blocks of 
offices housing Government departments 
(such as the vast Atlantic House occupied 
by the Board of Trade and the Stationery 
Office) that have little reason to be here 
rather than anywhere else.” 

The reply to that is short and simple. 
Under the Lessor Scheme, which has now 
been discontinued, only two buildings were 
erected in the City. King’s Beam House is 
occupied by the headquarters of the 
Customs and Excise Department which 
have daily dealings with city shipping firms. 
Atlantic House on Holborn Viaduct is 
occupied by the Stationery Office, which 
has stores and workshops in the City, and 
the Patent Office whose main building is 
in Chancery Lane. 

Similar criticism is made of licences 
which we are alleged to have granted for 
huge blocks of speculative office accom- 
modation. This implies that we should have 
shown greater favour to great concerns 
seeking to build for their own accommo- 
dation. Since the war one-third in value of 


the city licences granted have been of this | 
kind. The two-thirds for so-called specula- | 


tive building has benefited a large number 
of firms, many of great value and import- 
ance who need city accommodation but 
who are not large enough to build their 
own offices. The principles on which the 
Ministry tried to act—no doubt on 
occasions we make mistakes because it is 
human to err and Government depart- 
ments like architects do not claim to be 
above human weaknesses—would surely 
command the approval of most architects, 
and here I quote: ‘Giving preference to 
zeneral office buildings which complied 
with the desire of the planning authorities 
to see complete city blocks reconstructed.’ 

It is worth noting that apart from all 
those projects to which I have referred, we 
have issued a licence at the request of the 
Board of Trade amounting to well over 
£2 million for the building of a new office 
for Lloyds. Those are the principles upon 
which we have tried to act, and while we 
look forward to bringing all those controls 
to an end, we are trying to administer them 
in a spirit and manner which I hope will 
commend itself to the architectural pro- 
fession. 

We have been greatly privileged to hear 
the inaugural address of your President. 
It will, I think, long be remembered as a 
storehouse of wit and wisdom, and I am 
sure that it inaugurates a year of office 
which will be very honourable to himself 
and very advantageous to your great 
Institute. 

Sir Gerald Kelly [Hon. F], President of the 
Royal Academy: I hope it is quite clear 
that all the serious stuff is now over. | 
listened to the address but I found the 
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illustrations much more entertaining. I 
have tried to understand what our new 
President said, but between ourselves I 
did not. Then Mr. Molson got up, and oh 
how serious he was! What a lot he appar- 
ently knows! I understand that after the 
severe warning given by the President to 
be very good and to do the right thing 
in the right way, Mr. Molson said you 
would have to do the right thing without, 
practically speaking, any materials. | am 
a painter and I assure you that relatively 
speaking I use very little. I promise that 
[ will paint thinner than ever! 

Our relations—that is to say, the rela- 
tions between the Royal Institute of British 
Architects and Gerald Kelly—are definitely 
improving. This Institute once employed 
me to paint a portrait which they so dis- 
liked that it had to be thrown away. ,But, 
like the gentlemen they are—and [ shall 
strive to be one of them—they paid up. 
That was a very thinly painted picture too. 
Since then Gerald Kelly has blossomed 
into ‘Sir Gerald Kelly’, then into ‘Sir 


- Gerald Kelly, President of the Royal 


Academy of Arts in London’, and then I 
became an Honorary Fellow of your: Insti- 
tute. On and on, up and up! I thought that 
| could go no further but tonight is yet 
another step up. I have been asked to do 
something. I think I have been asked to 
second a vote of confidence in your new 
President. You have heard the inaugural 
address; you have elected him, and you 
are for it. You had better grin and bear it! 

May I say that I hardly know your 
President although lately we have been 
sitting side by side on a committee, and it 
delighted me to notice how extremely 
sensible he is. I remember another architect 
with whom [I sat on a committee, and if 
ever there was a man who broke up the 
pattern of committee meetings with deli- 
cious and delirious silliness it was Sir 
Edwin Lutyens. But as far as | am able to 
judge this man is at least extremely sensible. 
lt is with great pleasure that I second the 
vote of thanks to the President. 

The President: I should like to thank 
Mr. Hugh Molson and Sir Gerald Kelly 
for their kind proposition, and you, ladies 
and gentlemen, for the way in which you 
have received it. I consider that I have had 
rather a narrow escape tonight, because 


' Sir Gerald can be much worse than that! 


_ PRESENTATION OF DIPLOMA OF 


DISTINCTION 


IN TOWN PLAN- 


- NING TO MR. WILLIAM CRAB- 


TREE [F] 


' The President then went on to. say: 


I now have to perform a very pleasant 
duty which is to present a Diploma of 
Distinction in Town Planning to Mr. 
William Crabtree. Mr. Crabree studied 
Civic Design at Liverpool University under 


_ Professor Sir Patrick Abercrombie. He was 
appointed co-ordinating architect for the 
' development of the Central Area of Ply- 
- mouth in 1945-51. He was appointed Con- 
' Sultant Architect in connection with the 


redevelopment of the Central Area by the 
County Borough of Southampton in 1945- 
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50, much of which is now incorporated in 
the present Development Plan. He has also 
carried out large scale planning of high 
density flats and houses. I now call upon 
Mr. Crabtree to come forward and receive 
the Diploma. 

The President then presented the diploma 
to Mr. William Crabtree. 


UNVEILING OF THE PORTRAIT 
OF MR. A. GRAHAM HENDER- 
SON, PAST PRESIDENT 


The President: As the final ceremony this 
evening we are going to unveil a portrait 
of Mr. A. Graham Henderson, immediate 
Past-President, who has just finished his 
two years of hard labour. 

Mr. Graham Henderson was so able a 
President that I have had some hesitation 
in. attempting to follow him. He strides 
through his work in an admirable way, he 
always seems calm, and I have come to the 
conclusion that this is because he comes 
from the North, although in fact he was 
born in Auckland, New Zealand. He has 
managed, during his term of office as 
President, to do a great many things for 
which I envy him. He managed to slip out 
through the asbestos curtain to Canada 
and to the United States, taking his wife 
and our able and diligent secretary. He 
had the nearest thing to a Royal tour from 
which he is slowly recovering. I am afraid 
that nothing like that will happen to me. 

Mr. Graham Henderson’s firm in Scot- 
land is a very well known one, and it has 
the interesting distinction of having started 
as John Keppie and Mackintosh, the 
Mackintosh who is now the subject of a 
book and to whom we look as one of the 
forerunners of modern architecture. Mr. 
Graham Henderson himself has been the 
President of nearly everything. He was the 
President of the Glasgow Institute of 
Architects, President of the Royal Incor- 
poration of Architects in Scotland, and 
if he had stayed in the United States | 
have no doubt that he would have become 
President of the United States. I can 
imagine the slogans: ‘I like Ike’, ‘I adore 
Adlai’ and ‘I grab Graham’! 

Before pulling the cord which will unveil 
this portrait I should like to say something 
about the artist. These poor artists must 
come in for a little reward and if it is not 
very heavy financially at least there is a 
great deal of prestige attached to it. Mr. 
Hutchison is President of the Royal Scot- 
tish Academy, and I[ think he was the 
Director of the Glasgow School of Art for 
some 10 years. He has painted the portrait 
and you will now judge what sort of a 
job he has made of it. 

The President then unveiled the portrait. 


Mr. A. Graham Henderson: When I men- 
tioned to a candid friend that I was coming 
here tonight to a meeting of the Royal 
Institute of British Architects, his first 
comment was ‘Haven’t they had enough 
of you?! I then went on to explain that 
one of the reasons I had to be here was 
because they were going to unveil this 
portrait. His second comment was ‘Oh, 
it’s a kind of post-mortem affair’! Perhaps 


Members who wish to exercise their know- 
ledge of historical architecture by identifying 
the buildings which were shown by the 
President as a pictorial background to his 
address and who fail with any of them will 


find a list on page 31 of this JOURNAL.— 


EDITOR. 
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he had something in those remarks, but 
all I can say regarding the first one is 
that I shall endeavour to retire after this 
into that which has been described as 
‘well earned obscurity’. With regard to his 
second remark, I think that he was referring 
to the portrait. A painter is, of course, 
supposed to be able not merely to do a 
good portrait but to analyse his subject 
and bring out the character of the subject. 
That is rather a frightening thought for 
anyone like myself who endeavours to 
cover up so many faults. 

I know that the last person in the world 
to express an opinion about a portrait 
should be the subject, but if I might venture 
a comment it is to say that I seem to be 
too prosperous. That, as you know, cannot 
be the case. I think, in fact, that some 
explanation is called for in that regard and, 
perhaps, an apology to Mr. Hutchison, 
because owing to certain circumstances 
we did not get down to it until after my 
return from Canada and the United States 
to which the President referred. If any of 
you who have been over there have enjoyed 
some weeks of intensive Canadian and 
American hospitality, you will know what 
a disastrous effect it has on your external 
appearance. That leads me to think that it 
might be a good idea if instead of painting 
the President’s portrait at the end of his 
term of office, you painted it at the begin- 
ning, for you would then see him in a 
considerably better light. 

If I may be serious for a moment, I 
should like first of all to thank Mr. Hutchi- 
son for the great effort which he has made 
to hand me down to posterity in as agree- 
able a light as possible. There is a certain 
sequence I believe about these portraits. 
They assume a very prominent position to 
begin with, they assume a less prominent 
position later on, and gradually they get 
down, so it is said, into the cellar! 

When the question of the selection of an 
artist arose I thought that it was only 
reasonable and appropriate that the Presi- 
dent of the Royal Scottish Academy should, 
if willing, carry out the commission, and 
that we-had such an artist as Mr. Hutchison 
to paint the portrait is, | am sure you will 
agree, very appropriate. I thank Mr. 
Hutchison for all the trouble that he took 
over it. 

May I also congratulate you, Sir, on a 
most admirable inaugural address. I can 
pay no higher tribute than to say it was up 
to the Howard Robertson standard. 


Mr. W. O. Hutchison, President of the 
Royal Scottish Academy: Before I came 
here I must say that I was in a spirit of 
great trepidation, but I have regained my 
confidence somewhat after having listened 
to the address of the President of the Royal 
Academy! 

I do, of course, thank Mr. Graham 
Henderson for the kind remarks which 
he has made about my painting of this 
portrait, but I can assure you all that for 
a great many reasons it was as great a 
pleasure for me to do it. Mention has been 
made of the fact that he was a member of 
the firm of Keppie and Henderson with 
whom Mackintosh was associated. They 
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Portrait of the President 1950-52, Mr. A. Graham Henderson, A.R.S.A. by Mr. W. O. Hutchinson, 


President of the Royal Scottish Academy 


were both old friends of mine and, I think, 
not unknown to this Southern State. When 
I went to Glasgow it was natural that I 
should come into contact with Mr. Hen- 
derson, who had care of the fabric of the 
great Mackintosh school while I had care 
of the unruly human contents, not exclud- 
ing architects. Then Mr. Henderson and | 
used to meet in the more congenial atmos- 
phere and social surroundings of the Art 
Club and we both had a hand in guiding 
it through its rather turbulent course. 
The Royal Scottish Academy were more 
than delighted and very proud when Mr. 
Henderson was elected President of this 
very great body, and I was equally proud 
when I was asked to paint his portrait. | 
found Mr. Henderson was an elusive bird. 
He was either sleeping between Glasgow 
and London or else on the wing! However, 
I finally lured him into my studio, but | 
think you must have been working him a 
little too hard because he had rather a lean 
look—not hungry, because I know that 
if he were not sleeping or on the wing he 


was attending dinners! Then, as he told 
you, he came back from his trip looking 
plump, prosperous and contented, and | 
do not think he liked it when I put it on the 
canvas, but there it is. 

I am proud to have a picture in this fine 
building. Perhaps it will in time experience 
all the various parts of the building, but 
| hope it will not go quite as far as that 
painted by the President of the Royal 
Academy! 


R.I.B.A, JOURNAL 
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The laboratory 


Church of England Secondary 
Modern School, Hackney 


Architects: Howard V. Lobb & Partners [F/A] 


ONE OF THE primary objects of the Educa- 
tion Act of 1944 is to establish secondary 
education for all. The achievement of this 
object depends largely on the nature and 
status of the secondary modern school. It 
also depends on the provision of school 
buildings of suitable design and equipment 
in sufficient numbers all over the country. 
The probable demand for such buildings is 


_ indicated by an estimate that 70 per cent 


of the school population will be catered for 
in them, the remainder qualifying for the 
grammar or technical schools. It is true that 
educationalists are divided in opinion on 
the place of the secondary modern school 
in the educational system of the country, 
but some examples are now being built 
the working of which can be studied by 
educationalists and architects alike. 

This school at Hackney is the newest 
secondary modern school in the country. 
It accommodates 340 boys and girls and is 


_ the first example of a ‘voluntary school of 


aided status’ within the framework of the 
1944 Act. It is also the first secondary 
modern Church of England school within 
the diocese of London. It was opened by 
the Minister of Education, Miss Florence 


' Horsbrugh, C.B.E., P.C., M.P., on 22 


October with the Lord Bishop of London 
Present. 

Werk began on the war-damaged site 
by clearing a row of houses and a part 


_ of the old infants’ school on the north- 


URNAL 


west corner on 13 March 1951, and the 
Oundation stone in the entrance hall of 
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the school was laid by H.R.H. Princess 
Margaret on 3 July of that year. Children 
occupied the school on 9 September last. 
These dates show a total building time of 
18 months. 

The foundation of this school marks a 
continuous development in education in 
Hackney since 1520 when Christopher 
Urswick, then Rector of Hackney, founded 
the free school which was first held in 
Urswick House in the churchyard. The 
parochial school was founded in 1714 by 
benefactors of the Parish of St. John and 
the two schools were united in 1771. They 
have been the recipients of a number of 
benefactions and the present school has 
been principally helped by the munificence 
of the Manor Charitable Trust, which has 
provided the main source of the school’s 
reconstruction fund. 


Planning 

The site is near the centre of Hackney, 
close to the Town Hall and Library, and 
occupies the whole of an island except for 
a row of shops facing Mare Street at the 
west end. The area of two acres necessitated 
a three-storey building. The planning was 
also influenced by the Church requirement 
that the hall and dining room block as well 
as certain practical rooms should be 
arranged so that they could be available 
for evening use without giving access to 
the school proper. The main building runs 
east to west giving favourable aspects both 
for the classrooms facing south and for the 
practical rooms opposite. 


The school was planned when the cost 
per place was limited to £290 per place 
and this restriction, though less severe than 
those now in force, has influenced the plan- 
ning; for instance, the cloak rooms serve 
as part of the circulation space and there 
are short lengths of circulation on the upper 
floors arranged around the two staircases. 
In practice it has been found that circula- 
tion to the classrooms and practical rooms 
works satisfactorily without necessitating 
movement through the library on the first 
floor and the laboratory over. Nevertheless 
these ways through are available for emer- 
gency use. The gymnasium is planned at 
first-floor level in order to leave as much 
as possible of the site free, and the projec- 
tion of this over the changing rooms pro- 
vides a useful covered space for wet 
weather. 


Equipment 

The hall consists of a main ‘nave’ and, 
behind the columns, lower aisles for circu- 
lation and glazed doors which can be 
opened to the courts on either side. The 
stage is equipped for simple plays with foot- 
lights, battens and curtain tracks. The back 
wall can be used as a cyclorama and for 
religious services; a plain cross is projected 
in white light on it from an overhead pro- 
jector. Floor plugs are provided for lantern 
and non-flam film projectors. The main 
entrance doors can be folded back so as to 
accommodate overflow audiences in the 
entrance foyer. The centre portion of the 
hall seats 285. 


The practical rooms have a novel form of 
daylighting. These rooms are in a single 
storey part of the building and are about 
30 ft. deep from window to back wall. 
About two-thirds of the way from the 
window line there is a sloping clerestory in 
the ceiling which throws ample daylight 
from the north into the back of the room. 
The effect of this is clearly shown in the 
photographs on page 13. These practical 
rooms—for needlework, housecraft, car- 
pentry and metal work—have been planned 
with thorough consideration of the equip- 
ment. That in the housecraft room, for 
instance, consists of groups of cooker, sink, 
refrigerator and work table so that students 
can work in units of two or three. 

The library reflects the interest of 
Hackney in the furniture industry, into 
which many of the children may eventually 
go. The bookcases, tables and chairs are 
good examples of craftsmanship and con- 
sist of a variety of timbers that are com- 
monly used in furniture making; these are 
labelled. Like the laboratory, the library 
has windows on both south and north 
sides. Along the north windows in the 
library are fixed tables and seats arranged 
in bays, each with its own reading light. 

The geography room is specially equipped 
for its purpose and has a bay to one side 
of the seating space for a sand table, cases 
and maps. It opens on to a terrace (see 
photograph top right of page 12) on which 
will be meteorological instruments. 

Details worthy of special notice are the 
spotlighting of the foundation stone in the 


continued on page 12 
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First floor plan 


Ground floor and site plan 
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Above, view of the north front facing 
Paragon Road 


Abo) 
Key to Plans: I, main playground; ee 
2, playground; 3, girls’ changing room; | oye; 
4, boys’ changing room; 5, metalwork; | aggre 
6, woodwork; 7, needlework; 8, house- play 
craft; 9, secretary; 10, senior mistress; : 
11, headmaster; 12, male staff lavatory; 
13, female staff lavatory; 14, staff room; 
15, medical inspection; 16, boys’ cloaks; 
17, girls’ cloaks; 18, assembly hall; 
19, dining hall; 20, kitchen; 21, covered | 
play area; 22, schoolkeeper’s flat; 
23, classroom; 24, library ; 25, geography 
room; 26, geography terrace; 27, boys’ 
lavatory; 28, gymnasium; 29, girls’ lava- 
tory; 30, art and craft room; 31, labora- 
tory; 32, tank room 
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Above: detail of the main entrance doors; the spotlit foundation 
stone can be seen in the hall. Right: the main entrance; the panel 
over the doorway is of concrete slabs with exposed coloured 
aggregate. Below: exterior of the gymnasium block with covered 
play space at end 


Right and bottom right: the south side of the central block; th 

staff room has a projecting bay and french window. Below: look- 

ing across the smaller playground area to the hall. The brick- 

Work is of multi-colour, sand faced reds and the concrete columns 
_ ae painted with stone paint 
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deed 
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Above: the terrace adjoining the geography | 
room. Top left: west side of the hall. Middle! 
left: the hall interior. Bottom left: the gym.) 
nasium; the wood wool slabs forming perma- 
nent shuttering to the roof are left untreated as 
acoustic absorbent 


hall and a showcase in the main corridor} 
for exhibiting craft work. This is lit from 
glass bricks set in the roof over the case! 
and at night by strip lighting. 5 


Construction 
The main block has a reinforced concrete 
frame. The columns were cast in situ,| 
designed to minimum sections and pre-| 
cisely formed so as not to need any finish-| 
ing; the metal windows merely clip between 
them. The main beams supporting the | 
upper floors are twin prestressed and pre-| 
cast units which support precast inverted! 
T-shaped secondary floor beams. Wood 
wool slabs are laid on top of the webs of! 
the Ts and act as permanent shuttering for 
the thin in situ concrete topping which is 
cast in one operation and forms the com-’ 
pression concrete to the top of the beams.’ 
This construction, much of which was 
completed away from the site, reduces the/ 
need for temporary supports to the nT on 
¢ 


mum and, because of the voids formed in?) 
the floor space, gives a floor of uniform! 
thickness and an unbroken ceiling line F 
without excessive weight. This construction 
has proved to be very effective in minimising 
sound transmission through the floors and 
has in addition a high thermal insulation.| 

The walls generally are cavity brickwork,’ 
the outer skin being handmade sand faced — bk 
multi-colour facing and the interior gener" 
ally flettons fair faced. The assembly hall,” 
administrative rooms and library are nas 
tered and the kitchen is tiled to door height. : 
The walls of the cloak rooms and lava { 
tories are finished with cement glaze. | 

The assembly hall and gymnasium have)? 
hardwood strip floors, the floor of th 
practical rooms being generally hardwood! 
block and those of the class rooms battle 7 
ship linoleum. The staircases and lavatories 
are floored in granolithic and the corridors 
in asphaltic tiles in which descriptive 
patterns have been inserted. 

An important feature of the whok 
building and one which cannot be conv eyed bs 
in black and white illustration is the use of” bal 
colour. Clear, warm colours are used to} nat 
give life to what appear in photographs ayy WO 
rather severe rooms, notably the dining) = 
hall. Strong colours are used to emphasis!) ‘4 
various features such as free-standing) 
columns, doors, notice boards and stall) 
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The carpentry room also has clerestory lighting 


whole 
mnveyed 
use of balustrades. These harmonise well with 
used to} “atural-coloured materials such as brick- 


| work, hardwood and bright metal. The 
dining) Oly way to appreciate fully this important 
phasis) feature of the building is to inspect it. 
tanding§ Close collaboration between the archi- 
id stair) “cts and the equipment officer of the 
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_ The metalwork room, showing effect of clerestory lighting 


London County Council greatly helped in 
the overall result which has had a notice- 
able effect on the boys and girls who have 
been moved into this school from a typical 
‘1860 School Board’ 4-storey building. 
The building is heated by radiators with 
gas-fired boilers and an accelerated low- 


The Davis library with its specially designed furniture 


The geography room with bay on left for sand table and cases 


The art room has windows on north and south 


pressure system, radiators being supple- 
mented by unit heaters in those practical 
rooms where wall space is limited. Full use 
has been made of interior and exterior 
thermostats and clock controls in order to 
conserve fuel consumption. 

Electric lighting is by tungsten lamps 


13 


E 


; 
_ The housecraft room, showing cl _ 
niform 
| 


Top left: the headmaster’s 
room. Above: the staff room) 


generally, with fluorescent che; 
lighting in the needlework 
room. A simple schemeof! 
landscaping and planting is} the 
in hand. fact 
The architects’ chief assis-| 
tant was A. P.Hodgson [4]} gan 
and junior assistant Eliza-) poy 
beth Boultbee [Student” five 
R.1.B.A.]._ The consulting } fron 
engineers were F.J.Samuely,! the 
B.Sc.,A.M.I.C.E., topic 
Struct.E., in collaboration! 
with F. R. Bullen, B.Sc.) are, 
M.1.C.E.,M.LStruct.E. The? are 
quantity surveyors wert) with 
C. E. Ball and Partners. The! steq, 
clerk of works was H. A} ing, 
Barford. The general con) mec 
tractors were Holland in 
Hannen & Cubitts Ltd i 


The general foreman wal 
A. Norman. 


Left: the entrance hall has ‘| giviy 
fibrous plaster coffered ceiling) 
with inset lights and a quarn) 
tile floor laid with wide joints | d 
Below left: the kitchen. Below. ™ 

the dining hall T 
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THE CONCRETE block holds an important 
position in the field of masonry construc- 
tion in America at the present time. It is 
used for external and internal walls and 
partitions and for functional and decorative 
purposes that are unusual in British prac- 
tice. The concrete block in question is the 
mass produced unit; the ‘‘common” 
block of the precast concrete industry. 
We have our concrete blocks in Britain, 
+ but we do not use them in the same way, 
nor to the same extent as the Americans, 
- and an outline of American practice might 
- therefore be of use to British architects. 


The American concrete block industry 
was developing rapidly in the late ‘30’s’, 
and it is the demand for large volumes of 
cheap building materials for pre-war and 
war-time structures and the _ post-war 
building shortages that have consolidated 
the industry’s position. Concrete block 
factories are highly mechanised; the typical 
' block machine gives an output of 500 to 700 
standard 16 in. by 8 in. by 8 in. blocks per 
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hour, and a factory may have from one to 
five such machines. Removal of the blocks 
f from the pallets on which they are formed is 
the only manual operation in most fac- 
tories prior to the blocks being received 
at the building site; stacking and loading 
are done by mechanical means. The blocks 
are of a fairly strong concrete compared 
with British practice, and are invariably 
_ steam-cured for the joint reason of speed- 
_ ing output and enabling them to withstand 
| mechanical handling at an early age while 
' preserving the corners and arrises clean 
_ and sharp. The most used standard unit is 
- hollow of nominal size 16 in. long by 8 in. 

high by 8 in. deep, having two or three 
_ cavities clear through from top to bottom, 

giving face shell thicknesses of about 
| |}in. Other sizes such as 16in. by 8 in. 
| by 4in. and 16in. by 8in. by 12in. are 
t made, and over a dozen ‘standard specials’ 
are recognised for door and window 


Concrete Masonry 
16 in. x 8 in. x 8 in. Units 


Concrete Blocks in America 


By T. Whitaker, M.Sc., A.M.L.C.E., A.M.I.Mun.E. 


reveals, jambs, bullnoses, etc. Blocks in 
dense or lightweight concrete are generally 
available. Aggregates for the dense con- 
crete are gravel or crushed stone; for light- 
weight concrete: clinker, pumice, expanded 
slag, or expanded clay depending upon the 
locality and the block maker’s preferences. 
The proportion of lightweight concrete 
blocks produced has increased with their 
increasing popularity and as larger supplies 
of lightweight aggregates have become 
available, so that today they represent about 
half of the total block production. Fig. 1. 
indicates the growth of block production 
over the past 25 years. The standard hollow 
block of dense concrete weighs about 
40 to 45 lb.; of lightweight concrete, 27 to 
33 lb. These blocks are therefore light 
enough to be handled by one man. A wall 
8 in. thick of concrete hollow blocks would 
weigh 33-58 lb. per sq. ft.; of clay bricks 
it would weigh 78 lb. per sq. ft. of wall. 
The processed lightweight aggregates 
generally have trade names; expanded 
slag, for example, may be bought under 
various proprietary names. Building blocks 
also frequently bear makers’ trade names for 
their identification in the competitive 
market. 

The lines of development have been two- 
fold. In the first place, there has been the 
ready acceptance for houses, schools, 
industrial and low-cost buildings generally, 
where the block is found in all those situa- 
tions where in a British design brick might 
otherwise have been used. 

Wood frame construction is still used in 
over 75 per cent of the houses built at the 
present time, but timber is no longer as 
plentiful nor as cheap as it was, and the 
American is becoming increasingly con- 
scious of fire hazards. When timber is ruled 
out, concrete blocks have a strong appeal 
because of their cheapness and durability. 

Secondly, blocks have been in fairly 
general use in urban structures for par- 


Table 1 


Relative costs of 2,000 sq. ft. of 8 in. thick wall 


Clay Tile 


Unit Total | Unit 
Quantity Cost Cost Quantity Cost 
| $ 

Masonry Units ..  ..  .. | 2200 0:23 506-00 «1860 0:35 

Mortar cu. ft. 65 0°35 22:75 98 0°35 

Mason-hours 100 3-00 300-00 140 3-00 

Labourer-hours 60 2:00 120-00 80 2-00 
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MILLIONS OF EQUIVALENTS. 


EsTimATED PRODUCTION 


1925 1930 1935 1940 1945 1950 
YEAR 


Fig. 1: Estimated production of concrete 
masonry units in United States. Data supplied 
by W. Avery of Pit and Quarry. Figures for 1950 
and 1951 based on a survey by Pit and Quarry. 
Figures for 1925 to 1949 based on government 
Statistics 


titions, and for back-up in veneer con- 
struction, in which a thin skin of a more 
expensive walling material is presented to 
the exterior. One important development 
in the field of low cost construction has 
been the use of hollow blocks for external 
walling, using a single leaf 8 in. or 12 in. 
thick. A wall of this type would be treated 
externally with a cement or other water- 
proof paint coating primarily for pro- 
tection against rain penetration, but also 
as a decorative finish. 

In the progress of block usage, improve- 
ments in the blocks themselves have gone 
along with the development of construc- 
tional details suited to their properties. 
For some situations, as in basement walls, 
the dense concrete block is preferred, but 
for normal walling the lightweight con- 
crete block is used wherever it is obtain- 
able economically, and the flourishing 


Bricks 

Units 8 in. x 4 in. x 2 in. Units 
Total Unit Total 
Cost Quantity Cost Cost 

$ $ 
651-00 
34-30 400 0:35 140-00 
420-00 240 3-00 720-60 
160-00 180 2-00 360-00 
126530 1959-80 


: 
| | 
| 
| | | 
| 
| | | 
| | | 
| | 
a 
12 in. x 12 in. x 8 in 
| 
15 


Above, Fig. 4: A house in which full and half-height blccks have been 
used in exterior walls. Right, Fig 5: Interior of a church showing the use 
of full and half-height units for exposed block work 


condition of much of the concrete block 
industry appears to be due to the popularity 
of this type of block. The reason for the 
increased use of blocks is primarily an 
economic one: the concrete block produces 
a good wall at a comparatively low cost. 
Savings in construction costs are directly 
attributable to the convenient size and lower 
bulk density of the hollow unit as compared 
with brick, resulting in reduction in labour 
costs in laying. Thus a standard 16 in. by 
8 in. by 8 in. unit replaces twelve bricks, 
and although advantages are seen in the 
lower bulk density of both dense and light- 
weight concrete units, it is in the lightweight 


16 


concrete block that this feature is exploited 
to the greatest extent. Relative data given 
by National Concrete Masonry Association 
are shown in Table 1 with typical present- 
day prices. 

The attraction of the concrete block as a 
means of reducing fire hazard vis-a-vis the 
timber structure has been mentioned. In 
urban situations where fire resistant con- 
struction is required, the resistant pro- 
perties and low bulk density of the light- 
weight concrete block make it very attrac- 
tive as a cladding unit in steel framed 
buildings. 

In houses, the thermal insulation of the 


Leit, rig. 2: 1ypical cement painted exterior finish to a ligntweight con- 
crete block wall. Above, Fig. 3: A house of lightweight concrete blocks in 
California showing exterior without paint treatment 


16in. by 8in. by 8 in. lightweight con- 
crete hollow block wall is considered 
adequate in some parts of the U.S.A. In 
the more northern States the ready avail- 


ability of fuel for heating confuses the | 


situation, but an 8 in. thick hollow block 
wall with an inner lining on furring appears 
to be common practice. 

The cement painted exterior is a very 
common finish for excluding rain; an 
example is shown in Fig. 2. In some States 
exterior painting may not be so necessary, 
and the blocks may be left bare as in Fig. 3. 
It will be seen in Fig. 2 that the horizontal 
joints have been tooled. As in Britain. 


R.I.B.A. JOURNAL 


PEA, rece 
witl 
las 

Opt 
4 cor 
8 ir 
‘sta 
cor 

sas 

uni 
ave 
wo 
uni 
prc 
ser 
Un 
are 

rar 
> Sive 
list 


t con- 
idered 
In 
avail- 
es the 
block 
ppears 


a very 
n; an 
States 
assary, 
Fig. 3. 
zontal 
ritain. 


JRNAL 


STANDARD Since 
WALL BLOCK CORNER BLOCK 


Dous.e 


Wood SASH 
JAMB BLOCK 


STEEL SASH 
JAMB BLOCK 


HEADER BLOCK 


Fig. 6: Standard units and standard specials of 
nominal size 16 in. by 8 in. by 8 in. 


American architects have made use of 
recessed joints formed by pressing the mor- 
tar back into the joint both for the sake of 
appearance, and to obtain a more water- 
tight joint. 

There is a growing tendency to dispense 
with internal coverings in the form of 
plaster or board linings on blockwork. 
Lightweight concrete blocks turned out 
by present-day manufacturing conditions 
in America have clean arrises and a close 
granular texture. It has been shown by 
Watson and Morrical at Illinois University 
that the sound absorption of lightweight 
concrete block surfaces is of the order of 
50 per cent and architects are using bare 
block walls functionally for sound absorp- 
tion in schools, gymnasia, churches, etc. 
There has followed the tendency to look 
for means of getting relief from a uniform 
block size and pattern, and to this end 
half-height and ‘random’ blocks have been 


| produced. Fig. 5. is an example of their 


use. In northern States the uncovered 
block interior has sometimes been accom- 
panied by the use of cavity wall construc- 
tion for restoring the thermal insulation 
lost by omitting a lining. Some architects 
have used bare block externally, the effect 


being similar to that of stone ashlar, 


cavity construction being used where 
necessary for the prevention of rain pene- 
tration. An example of a house with this 
type of external finish is shown in Fig. 4. 
The American architect is more fortu- 
nate than his British counterpart in his 
opportunities for freedomof design in block 
construction. The basic 16 in. by 8 in. by 


_8in. block is universal, and with it are 


‘standard specials’ such as corners, double 
corners and units for wood and steel 
sashes, all with appropriate half length 
units for bond purposes. Header units are 
available to facilitate bonding in ‘veneer’ 
work. Fig. 6 shows some of the standard 


- units available. To this range the more 
_ Progressive manufacturers add a further 


series of specials including bullnosed units. 
Units for walls 12 in., 6 in., and 4 in. thick 


are also produced as standard, but the 


range of specials available is not so exten- 
Sive. One large manufacturer in California 
lists 37 types of unit for 8 in. thickness. 
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Fig. 7: A block wall divided into panels by 
crack control joints 


Where units are offered with dense 
aggregate as well as with one or more 
lightweight aggregates the possible range 
becomes very large indeed, and a manu- 
facturer naturally holds in stock only 
those items he knows to be in steady 
demand. It is not unusual, however, for a 
manufacturer to hold 20 or more different 
units in stock. This range means that the 
architect can design wholly in blocks, with 
some sense of freedom, as returns, quoins, 
openings, the housing of joists and the 
like are provided in the material, 
thus eliminating the need for ‘make- 
up’ which could be unsightly if not 
covered by rendering or other means. He is 
further assisted in that conduit runs can 
be housed in the cavities of the blocks, 
thus overcoming the need for surface 
chases, and enabling the adoption of un- 
covered block for an interior. In earth- 
quake and hurricane areas, building regu- 
lations require reinforcement to be in- 
cluded in masonry walls. The vertical 
alignment of the hollow cores in the units 
permits the insertion of rods at the requi- 
site spacing, those cavities then being 
filled completely with concrete to form 
vertical reinforced columns or ‘studs’. 
The use of trough units which are ‘stan- 
dard specials’ in these areas permits the 
formation of reinforced horizontal ‘bond’ 
beams. 

Sufficient has been said to indicate that 
the American building industry has made 
great strides in developing and utilising 
concrete blocks. The block industry has 
been progressive and buoyant for many 
years, and is quick to take up any mechani- 
cal development that will lower cost and 
improve output. The National Concrete 
Masonry Association and the Portland 
Cement Association not only maintain a 
strong advertising pressure to promote the 
use of blocks, but also sponsor research 
on points of major importance. 

Concrete blocks appear to form a satis- 
factory material for small house construc- 
tion in the way they are used by the 
Americans, but wider experience in their 
use has shown that they cannot be substitut- 
ed directly for clay bricks in traditional 
construction, at least in the larger buildings, 


Fig. 8: Joint reinforcement used for controlled 
cracking 


because of the possibility of cracking due 
to drying shrinkage. The National Con- 
crete Masonry Association and the Port- 
land Cement Association have conducted 
research on the subject of cracking, and 
seek to guide manufacturers into controlling 
the properties of their product by the cor- 
rect choice of materials and curing con- 
ditions, and architects into designing their 
structures to suit the behaviour of the 
blocks used. For the avoidance of cracking 
the drying of blocks before use to low 
moisture content, breaking up large areas 
into panels, the use of mastic joints and the 
introduction of reinforcement in bedding 
joints are all being recommended. Examples 
of the last two methods are illustrated in 
Figs. 7 and 8. Much has been learnt the 
‘hard way’, for the American concrete 
block specifications do not include direct 
tests of shrinkage properties, and types of 
concrete prone to high shrinkage are 
excluded by experience rather than by test. 

To put the above recommendations for 
the avoidance of cracking into practice 
involves the architect and builder in learn- 
ing new techniques; it also costs rather 
more than when such precautions are 
unnecessary or are ignored. No doubt in 
many cases the recommended practice 
is not followed since first cost is an im- 
portant factor to a client with a relatively 
short term view of building ‘life’. The 
rapidly expanding production shows the 
popularity of the concrete block, and with 
this increased use a more definite picture 
of what can and what cannot be done with 
blocks is being formed. The importance of 
adequate drying stands out predominantly. 
and for the larger building the need to 
break away from the methods of clay brick 
construction is no less clear. 

This article is published by permission 
of the Director of Building Research. The 
writer is indebted to the National Concrete 
Masonry Association for the illustrations 
forming Figures 4, 5 and 8, and for the 
data used in Figure 1 and Table 1. 
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Centenary Exhibition of Victorian 


and Edwardian Decorative Arts 


at the Victoria and Albert Museum 


The Victoria and Albert Museum is a child 
of the Great Exhibition of 1851. The 
‘Museum of Ornamental Art’, as it was 
first called, opened at Marlborough House 
on 6 September 1852, the prime movers 
being the Prince Consort and Sir Henry 
Cole. In 1857 it moved, greatly expanded 
by several collections, to South Kensington 
where it was housed in a somewhat random 
group of galleries until Mr. (later Sir) 
Aston Webb, won a competition for a com- 
plete scheme of buildings to house the 
organisation which, by command of Queen 
Victoria, became in 1899 the Victoria and 
Albert Museum. 

The ‘V. and A.’ is marking its centenary 

with an exhibition of Victorian and 
Edwardian Decorative Arts. This is an 
exhibition which should not be missed, 
either by those over 50 for whom it will 
have a fine nostalgic flavour, or by those 
under that age who, perhaps coming to 
sneer at the work of their grandfathers, 
may end by finding much to admire and 
emulate. 
A wash stand designed by William Burges 
(1827-1881) of carved, painted and gilt wood. 
The top, bowl and soap dishes of marble; the 
taps and fittings of bronze 


Looked at in the cold light of these 
austerity days, the furniture, textiles, pct- 
tery and jewellery here collected strike tie 
eye as rich and strange. One wonders 
whether, in fact, we have really moved .o 
far from our grandfathers. Here are hand 
craftsmanship at its most superb and 
elaborate, curvilinear shapes, intricate 
detail in pattern of textile and inlay of 
wood, profuse and glowing colour. All is 
‘hand done’ with scarcely a hint of the 
machine which was already the universal 
provider for the ‘lower orders’. This ex- 
hibition in truth gives us a vision of the 
heroic last stand of Morris and his ccn- 
temporaries against the onset of the 
machine. But all battles have their survivors 
and the influence of these designers has 
been and still is profound. They had a 


strong grasp of material, of pattern and of’ 


pure form. 

The exhibition is not intended to be a 
survey of Victorian and Edwardian decora- 
tive art so much as a collection of the work 
of leading designers. It includes only 
objects that can be authoritatively attrib- 


uted to their designers and disregards f 


anonymous productions of manufacturing 
firms, although many of the latter are both 
‘of the period’ and of high design quality. 
Those who visit the exhibition expecting to 
see brown ware teapots, Japanese fans, 
china dogs and wax fruit in glass cases will 
be disappointed. Instead, they will see the 
highly finished and expensive works of art 


of such men as Alfred Gilbert, Omar q 


Ramsden, Voysey, Mackintosh, Harold 
Stabler, Walter Crane, Alfred Stevens and 
Ambrose Heal (who is happily still with us) 
and many others. 


There is a surprisingly large number of 1 


architects represented. In addition to 
Voysey and Mackintosh, there are Philip 
Webb, George Jack, William Burges, Pugin, 
E. W. Godwin, Thomas Jekyll, G. F. 
Bodley, C. R. Ashbee, J. P. Seddon, Nor- 
man Shaw, J. F. Bentley, J. D. Sedding, 
Baillie Scott, George Walton and some 
others whose names are rather less well 
known. The astonishing versatility of these 


architects is to some extent illustrated by © 
the photographs here reproduced. Those ~ 
who have regarded Baillie Scott merely as a 


an experienced designer in the traditional 


building crafts will see an entirely un- | 


expected aspect of his skill in the superb 
cabinet which, incidentally, has been 
‘found’ in Switzerland. Some, like Voysey, 


could not only design a house, but all the | 


furniture and equipment in it as well, 
down to the silver and table linen. One 


would expect such virtuosity in Morris, | 


who, after all, was essentially a small-scale 
designer, but it is surprising to find it in 


men who were primarily experts in large- | 


scale building which, in itself, is a life- 
time study. 


One cannot help but be struck by the © 


change that has taken place in the notion 
of what constitutes beauty. Indeed, this 


exhibition emphasises the truth of the F 


aphorism that beauty is in the eye of the 
beholder. Some of the earlier work, par- 
ticularly that of the Gothic enthusiasts, 
strikes one today as thin and in some cases 
downright ugly. For example, the furniture 
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; A cabinet designed by M. H. Baillie Scott (1865-1945) and made by J. P. White about! 
Mahogany with intarsia decoration 
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Silver casket designed by C. R. Mackintosh for presentation by the 
contractors to Sir James Fleming at the opening of the Glasgow School 
of Art (1909). The lid is inlaid with semi-precious stones 


designed by William Burges for the guest 
chamber in his own house in Melbury Road 
has a fussy over-ornateness on dull basic 
shapes which makes the 20th century man 
shudder. We reproduce a photograph of a 
washstand which draws its water supply 
from a castellated tank, and which is an 
illustration of this grotesque complexity. 
There is also a bed which would be likely 
to give the modern designer a nightmare 
were he to sleep in it. But against this there 
are many objects in the exhibition which 
appear to us to be superlatively lovely. 
Between these extremes of (to us) ugliness 
and beauty, there are many exhibits which 
appear merely odd or curious. The atten- 
uated shapes so beloved of Mackintosh and 
the Glasgow School perhaps come into this 
category; so also does the furniture by 
Godwin with its pronounced Japanese 
flavour. These things have a certain anti- 
quarian interest. They also reveal the out- 
side influences which periodically affected 
Victorian art, such as the art nouveau from 
central Europe and the discovery of 
Japanese art by the school of Whistler, 
Whose house was designed by Godwin. 
Perhaps future historians will regard this 
era as essentially one of transition between 
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the age of handicraft and that of design for 
machine production. It repeats the bizarre 
experimentation of the Jacobean era, but is 
on an altogether larger and higher scale. 
The staggering wealth of Great Britain, the 
discovery of historical styles, the greatly 
expanded communications with the rest 
of the world and the dawning power of 
the machine lift this epoch to a level of its 
own. We are still far too close to it to make 
a proper evaluation of it, but we cannot 
but be struck by its vigour and effective- 
ness. Backed by intense enthusiasm and 
blind relief in themselves and their values, 
the Victorian and Edwardian ages aimed 
high, with the inevitable result that they 
sometimes achieved stellar flights of beauty 
and sometimes abysmal ugliness. Whatever 
the individual visitor may think of this 
exhibition as a whole or of each exhibit, 
one thing is certain—he will not be 
bored. 


The exhibition catalogue deserves high 
praise. It is the first thorough documenta- 
tion which has been made of the designers 
of this period, and as such will be of great 
use to historians. The long and arduous 
search for exhibits also in itself makes a 
fascinating, story. 


Above: a cabinet of oak, inlaid with ebony and satinwood, designed by 
Lewis F. Day (1845-1910). Painted panels of the signs of the zodiac by 
George McCulloch (c. 1888). 
Robert S. Lorimer and painted by Phoebe Traquair (1911). Of oak, 
carved and painted in transparent oil colours on a gilt ground. Made 
for the Great Hall of Lympne Castle, Kent 


Left: a grand piano designed by Sir 


Furniture designed by C. R. Mackintosh 
(1868-1928). It includes a toilet table, arm- 
chair and tea table in white enamelled wood 
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The Density of Residential Areas 


UNDER THE TITLE The Density of Residential 
Areas, the Ministry of Housing and Local 
Government have published a handbook 
which deserves close study by anyone 
dealing with town planning. The follow- 
ing summary of some of the contents gives 
a general idea of its scope. 


Definitions. We repeat the following defini- 
tions given in the handbook in order to 
clarify the recommendations summarised 
below. 

A Habitable Room: A room which is 
normally used for living or sleeping in. A 
kitchen should only be regarded as a 
habitable room when it is also used as a 
living-room. 

Occupancy Rate: The ratio of occupants to 
the number of habitable rooms in a 
dwelling or a group of dwellings. 

Net Dwelling Area: The total floor area of a 
dwelling measured inside the main external 
walls including the thickness of internal 
walls. It includes habitable rooms, stair- 
ways, bathrooms, corridors, and outbuild- 
ings. 

Net Residential Area: The area of land 
actually developed or to be developed as 
dwellings, and including:—{i) the sites of 
the houses and other residential buildings 
and their curtilages; (ii) any small public 
or private open spaces included in the lay- 
out; and (iii) half the width of any street on 
which land mentioned in (i) or (ii) above 
abuts except that where a curtilage abuts 
upon a principal traffic road only 20 ft. of 
the width of that road is included. 

Net Accommodation Density: The number 
of habitable rooms contained in the 
dwelling-houses and other residential build- 
ings on the land divided by the net resi- 
dential area of the land in acres. It is ex- 
pressed as habitable rooms per acre. 

Net Population Density: The total number 
of persons divided by the net residential 
area in acres. It is expressed as persons per 
net residential acre. 

Gross Residential Area: The area includes 
the net residential area and (i) the sites and 
curtilages of primary schools, local shops, 
offices and business premises, cinemas, 
public houses, local service industries and 
workshops, churches and public buildings; 
(ii) open spaces not included in the net 
area; (iii) half the width of any street on 
which land mentioned in (i) or (ii) above 
abuts excepting that—in survey—where 
the land abuts upon a Trunk or Class I or 
Class II road only 20 ft. of the width of 
such a road is to be included. 

Gross Density: The total number of persons 
in an area divided by the gross residential 
area. 

Overall Density: The total number of 
residents in a town divided by the total 
developed area of the town. 


Scope of the handbook: What considera- 
tions govern the spacing of dwellings; what 
are the best ways of measuring and com- 
paring densities; where is the line to be 
drawn between high density and sprawl? 
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Residential Density: There are two main 
purposes in density calculations; (i) esti- 
mation of land needs; (ii) living conditions, 
to ensure that in new development certain 
standards are obtained, or, in the case of 
existing development, to convey an idea of 
present standards. 

The essential needs in living conditions 
may be broadly summarised under four 
headings. (i) There must be enough living 
accommodation arranged in a suitable 
variety of dwellings. (ii) The dwellings 
themselves must be so arranged on the 
ground that the rooms get sufficient light, 
air and sunshine, and there should be some 
open space near the dwellings which can be 
used for casual exercise and sitting out and 
as a visual relief from bricks and mortar. 
(iii) The dwellings should be conveniently 
sited in relation to shops, schools, open 
space, and other places that the residents 
have frequent need to visit, that is to say 
certain other land uses will normally be 
required within a residential area for the 
general convenience of residents. 
(iv) The residential area as a whole should 
be conveniently related, in both position 
and scale, to the rest of the town, allowing 
reasonably good access to the town centre, 
the main areas of employment, and the 
other residential areas. 


Density within dwellings. The general 
problem of the physical planner is to say, 
perhaps years in advance of the need 
actually arising, how much accommoda- 
tion a certain number of persons will re- 
quire and how much land will be needed 
for that accommodation. In most cases, 
the best he can do is to state the accommo- 
dation requirement as a bulk quantity in 
some convenient unit, with only the 
broadest idea of what the eventual break- 
down into dwellings is likely to be. For the 
bulk measurement of accommodation 
there are several possible bases: (i) the 
dwelling, (ii) floor space, (iii) the habitable 
room, and (iv) the bedroom. On balance it 
appears that the habitable room is the 
most useful as it can convey the readiest 
idea of the amount of accommodation in 
an area, and hence of the number of per- 
sons who can be accommodated. This unit 
has been recommended by the Ministry for 
the measurement of accommodation densi- 
ties in survey and development-plan maps 
prepared under the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1947. 

The occupancy rate derived from the 
Housing Manual 1949 varies from 1:0 to 
1:3 persons per room, and these rates may 
be regarded as maxima for new dwellings. 
The rate will also be a guide to conditions 
in existing dwellings, and if the rate is much 
in excess of 1:0 it probably indicates 
shortage of accommodation, or it is at 
least a warning, but statutory overcrowding 
in a dwelling is not deemed to exist until 
the rate rises between 1°5 and 2:0, children 
under one year not being counted and 
those between one and 10 years counting 
as half persons. But in the case of a large 


number of dwellings over a big are. it 
would not be satisfactory to assume a 
maximum rate in each and every dwel!ing, 
as a proportion of more spacious dwellings 
would be required, and allowance would 
have to be made for some of them being 
under-occupied for some of the time, and 
the average rate for the whole area would 
therefore probably be less than 1°0. The 
habitable room as a convenient unit for 
bulk measurement of accommodation, nd 
occupancy rate as a means of measuring 
the density of people within accommoda- 
tion, together enable the physical planner 
to say how much accommodation in bulk 
a given number of persons will require. 


Density of dwellings on the ground. On this 
subject the booklet states that what is being 
considered is the arrangement and spacing 
of dwellings, inclusive of their immediate 
surroundings but excluding other uses such 
as shops, schools, and major open space. 
The term ‘net accommodation density’ has 
been given to the density of areas consisting 
of dwellings only. 

The principal factors governing the 
arrangement, and hence the density, of) 
houses are: (i) the type of house, terrace, 
semi-detached, or detached; (ii) garden 
size; (iii) space required to ensure sufficient 
daylighting and sunlighting; (iv) space 
required for privacy; (v) space required for 
access, and (vi) space required for ‘inci- 
dental open space’, that is, for tree plant- 
ing, small greens, etc. It is broadly true to” 
say that each type of house must be asso- 
ciated with a fairly definite range of garden 
sizes resulting from the frontage dimensions 
of the house and the need to give a useful 
garden shape. 

So far as rows of houses are concerned it 
is generally agreed that obstruction of day- 
light can be avoided by ensuring that the 
houses in one row do not rise above an 
imaginary line drawn at an angle of 25 de- 
grees from the foot of the adjoining row, 
which gives a minimum dimension between 


FARES 


2-storey houses of 46 ft. 6 in. and of 68 ft. 
between 3-storey houses. . 
The amount of incidental open space re-| 


quired ina housing lay-out to give pleasant- 


ness and variety of scene is a debatable — 
point, but it is suggested that a standard) 
of about 1 acre per 1,000 rooms is the 
minimum that is required irrespective of 


any other provision for public open space) 


or playing-fields. 
The absolute maximum density for) 
2-storey terrace houses is about 105 rooms’ 
per acre, and this is secured by arranging | 
the terraces in close rows 70 ft. apart, but} 


this may produce an extremely monotonous | 
lay-out. Retaining the 70 ft. spacing, but) 
introducing a minimum of variety into the} 


lay-out, with a small amount of incidental 
open space, has the effect of reducing the 
density to about 72 rooms per acre. En- 
larging the back gardens to a minimum of 
50 ft., giving 100 ft. between backs of 
houses, has the effect of further eg 
the density to about 65 rooms per acre, and 
this last figure might be regarded as 2) 
practical working standard, though higher 
figures are possible if minimum gardens afe 
acceptable. 
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SCALE OF FEET 


50 ROOMS PER ACRE 


90 ROOMS PER ACRE 


j | } 
| | No. of | Total No. | Percentage _ | No.of | Total No. 
Tape | Rooms dwellings | of rooms of grand Type Rooms dwellings | of rooms | of grand 
total | total 
}-storey flats 5 40 200 20 6-storey flats (6/F). . 5 36 
3-storey houses... 3-storey flats 5 36 180 
2-storey houses .. 5 146 730 73 3-storey houses... 6 219 1,314 73 
Old people’s dwell- | 2 35 70 ¥ Old people’s dwell- 3 22 66 126 } ee 
ings ings 2 30 60 
Garages... —- Garages 
Grand total of rooms — 1,000 , Grand total of rooms | 1,800 


The great variety of ways in which flatted 
accommodation can be arranged makes it 
a more difficult subject to investigate. The 
factors to be considered are the arrange- 
ment of flats in blocks, the spacing of 
blocks to give daylight, space for access, 
noise insulation, etc., and the spacing of 
blocks to give outdoor-living space and 
gardens. The basic type of arrangement of 
flats is to put them in a block having a 
thickness equal to the depth of one flat— 
usually 24-30 ft.—with access by balconies 
or lifts. When blocks are placed in parallel 
rows the spacing required to give adequate 


_ daylighting is determined by the angle of 


25 degrees previously mentioned, and the 
amount of space between the blocks would 
then depend directly on their height, while 
their depth and length would determine 
the coverage area. 

The next point is the extent to which the 
space-about-buildings necessary to give 
adequate daylighting is sufficient to meet 
the needs of sunlighting, access, privacy, 
and noise and fire insulation. Daylighting 
lends itself to fairly precise measurement 
and is therefore invaluable as a basis for 
spacing of buildings. The more open forms 
of lay-out that are advantageous for day- 
lighting are also helpful in dealing with 
problems of noise and fire insulation, with 
some aspects of privacy, and in some cases 


_ of sunlighting, and it is probably a fair 
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general statement to say that the space 
required for daylighting should be sufficient 
for those other needs with the exception of 
sunlighting. With skilful design and orien- 
tation the space-about-buildings resulting 
from attention to daylighting should also 
meet the need for sunlighting up to a 
density of about 100 rooms per acre. 


Areas developed with houses and flats. A 
question which is bound to face all local 
planning authorities is the choice of a 
suitable average net density for an area to 
be developed or redeveloped. The problem 
must be broken down into its three 
principal parts; the desired allocation of 
rooms to houses and flats; the desired 
density for houses, and the desired density 
for flats. If an average net density in an area 
is fixed together with separate densities for 
houses and flats, then the distribution of 
rooms between houses and flats is thereby 
predetermined. In practice the distribution 
of rooms between houses and flats may well 
be a matter to which a local planning 
authority will desire to give considerable 
weight, even to the extent of varying the 
average density or the separate densities 
for houses and flats. 


Density in relation to the neighbourhood. 
The term ‘neighbourhood’ has come to be 
applied to residential areas having a fair 
measure of facilities such as shopping, 


schooling to at least primary standards, 
some public buildings, some public open 
space, and some industry. In assessing total 
land requirements for a neighbourhood the 
first step must be to establish the quantita- 
tive relationships which exist between 
persons and the space for each facility. In 
considering the unit of measurement for 
neighbourhood density, or ‘gross density’, 


there is the now well-known method of 


expressing gross density in ‘persons per 
acre’, but any particular figure of persons 
per acre can be only an approximate indi- 
cation of conditions. In practice, where 
new development is being considered, a 
particular figure of gross density tends to 
be associated with a set of conditions that 
does not range too widely; at the same time, 
if used as a basis for calculating an area for 
a given number of persons, it will allow a 
useful margin for variations when the time 
comes to build the neighbourhood. 

The booklet also deals with density in 
relation to the town; residential density 
and cost of development; residential 
density and development plans; and resi- 
dential and planning control. Appendices 
give suggested minimum street widths in 
residential areas, and information and 
indicators in reference to daylighting. 
There are numerous tables, figures and 
illustrations. The booklet can be obtained 
from H.M.S.O., price 5s. net. 


21 


| 


Review of Construction 


and Materials 


This section gives technical and general information. 


The following bodies deal with specialised 


branches of research and will willingly answer inquiries. 
The Director, The Building Research Station, Garston, near Watford, Herts. 


Telephone: Garston 2246. 


The Officer-in-charge,The Building Research Station Scottish Laboratory,Thorntonhall, near Glasgow. 


Telephone: Busby 1171. 


The Director, The Forest Products Research Laboratory, Princes Risborough, Bucks. 


Telephone: Princes Risborough \01. 


The Director, The British Standards Institution, 28 Victoria Street, Westminster, S.W.1. 


Telephone: Abbey 3333. 


The Director, The Building Centre, 26 Store Street, Tottenham Court Road, London, W.C.1\. 


Telephone: Museum 5400 (10 lines). 


The Director, The Scottish Building Centre, 425-7 Sauchiehall Street, Glasgow, C.2. 


Telephone: Douglas 0372. 


M.O.W. Economy Memoranda. The Minis- 
try of Works have issued their economy 
memoranda No. 1, Cement for housing and 
small-scale building, No. 2, Cement for 
engineering and large-scale building, and 
No. 3, Using bricks to the best advantage. 

Memorandum No. | is intended to be 
applied to houses, flats and other small 
buildings, and the chief recommendations 
are here summarised. If the mixes and 
recommendations are observed a normal 
brick house, even of 1,000 sq. ft. area, 
should not use more than six to seven and 
a half tons of cement, apart from factory- 
made items. Mortar accounts for more 
cement than any other single item in a 
house, and using from one to two parts of 
lime to one of cement gives better results 
and saves up to two-thirds of the cement. 
Cement should not be used for footpaths 
or carriageways unless soil conditions 
make it essential. 

Ready-mixed concrete uses cement eco- 
nomically and gives a high-quality job, 
since it provides against inadequate control 
and proportioning, and avoids losses 
through use of paper bags, poor storage 
facilities, and pilfering. 

Bulk delivery is economical because the 
cost of paper bags is saved, and exposure 
to weather by breakage of the bags is 
avoided. Coarse aggregate should be as 
large as possible, provided that there is 
a reasonable proportion of sizes down to 
j; in. For plain concrete in foundations 
and other sections not less than 8 in. thick, 
2} in. coarse aggregate can be used. For 
most purposes, and even in reinforced 
concrete, 1} in. maximum size can be used 
instead of ? in., and with the larger sizes 
the mix can often be made leaner by one 
part for each step in size of aggregate; 
for example, a 1:6 mix with } in. aggregate 
could probably be made 1:7 with 13 in. 
aggregate, and 1:8 with 23 in. 

In mixes of ordinary quality, rounded 
coarse aggregate gives better workability 
than angular shapes and rough surfaces; 
a 1:6 mix with angular aggregate would 
be little different in strength from a 1:73 
mix with smooth-surfaced rounded aggre- 
gate. Weight batching should be used in 
preference to volume batching. Excessive 


amounts of water reduce strength. The 
importance of the above factors is not 
always generally realised. 

Some of the recommended methods and 
materials are as follows, the mixes being 
nominal by volume: concrete foundations 
1 cement, 3 sand, 6 coarse aggregate; if rein- 
forced, 1:2:4. Oversite concrete, 4 in. if 
weight-carrying, 1:3:6; coarse aggregate or 
no-fines with tar. Where not weight-carrying, 
tar macadam, asphalt or other damp-resist- 
ingmaterial. Concrete tosolid ground floors, 
4in. thick in 1:3:6 mix. Mortar to brick- 
work (except piers), with good hydraulic 
lime, 1 lime, 2-3 sand; with other than 
hydraulic lime, 1 cement, 2 lime, 8-9 sand, 
if normal exposure. Mortar to brick piers; 
if isolated load-bearing 1:4 cement sand; 
in piers projecting from wall, same mix as 
for wall. Suspended concrete hearths; 
4 in. thick, 1:2:4. Other concrete hearths; 
4in. thick, 1:3:6. Lintels, preferably pre- 
cast; 1:2:4. 

Memorandum No. 3 is addressed pri- 
marily to housing authorities, but the co- 
operation of all building sponsors and 
architects is confidently expected. The 
recommendations are not intended to 
restrict the use of bricks in areas where 
supply is plentiful, but are made solely 
to encourage the use of all available 
supplies of bricks to the best advantage. 
It is important, the memorandum says, 
that flexibility should be allowed by archi- 
tects to contractors in the execution of work 
to meet emergency shortages. Unnecessary 
delay on housing work has been caused 
because of insistence on particular types of 
bricks which either are not produced 
locally or are scarce. 

Local authorities are asked to pay atten- 
tion to the following general points: (a) 
Considerable savings of bricks may be 
made by erecting terrace instead of semi- 
detached houses. (4) Ceiling heights should 
not exceed 7 ft. 6in., or roof wall plates 
should be lowered to give the same height 
of walling. (c) Use better insulating solid or 
hollow blocks, as available, instead of 
bricks for the internal skins of 11 in. 
hollow walls. (d) Reduce brick walling by 
using a proportion of plans which make 
greater use of roof space for bedrooms and 


dormer or gable windows. (e) There is no 
objection to the use of suitable sand lime 


concrete or ‘perforated’ burnt clay bricks, 


(f) Engineering bricks, if they comply with 
B.S.743, are satisfactory for damp-proof 
courses. (g) In areas where bricks are 
scarce they should not be used for garden 
walling or for domestic garages. 

The following alternatives to brickwork 
are satisfactory and do not conflict with 
bye-law recommendations. (a) Mass con- 
crete to ground level. (Mix not weaker than 
l cwt. cement in 123 cu. ft. well-graded 
aggregate.) (6) Concrete blocks for sleeper 
walls where ground floors must have timber 
joists. (c) Build party walls in ‘rat-trap’ 
bond brickwork. (d) Solid or hollow blocks 
for ground and first floor partitions. (¢ 


External walls in ‘rat-trap’ bond brick-B 


work where rendering or roughcasting the 
exterior is proposed (f) Facing bricks, | 
where available, though more costly than 
common bricks, may effect a saving} 
eventually if work is held up for lack of! 
suitable common bricks. 


In dealing with facing bricks, the mem.) 
orandum states that the following alter- 
natives are satisfactory in areas where 
supplies are not sufficient: (a) Use selected! 
common bricks. (6) Eliminate facings 
completely, obtaining relief for common 
brickwork by special treatment of the joint.) 
such as (i) Flush-pointing vertical joints 
while recessing the horizontal joints. (ii) 
Making a feature of the joint by careful 
selection of colour in mortar. (c) Where 
plastering labour is available, use externa! 
rendering or roughcast on common bricks. 
(d) Use tile hanging in suitable cases for the 
external rendering of cavity walls in upper 
floors. (e) Colour common brick walls with 
suitable paints or washes. } 


These economy memoranda can be ob-| 
tained from H.M.S.O. at the following” 
prices: Nos. | and 2, 3d.; No. 3, 2d. 


The Cost of House-building. The committe: | 
on house-building costs, set up in 1947 by 
the then Minister of Health and known as 
the Girdwood Committee, published their 
first report in September 1948 (summarised 
in the JOURNAL of October 1948), and their | 
second report in May 1950 (June 1950 
JOURNAL). They have now published their | 
third report. ¥ 


The first report analysed the building | 
costs of the average local authority tradi- 
tional house completed in October 1947: 
the second report dealt with houses 
completed in October 1949, and _ the 
present (third) report with those com- 
pleted in October 1951. Some of the main 
points in the report are summarised below: 
Estimated cost of local authority traditional 
three-bedroom house: 1947, £1,242; 1949, 
£1,321; 1951, £1,450. The average 195] 
house is of the same superficial area as In 
1949, 1,050 ft. super, but is of more eco- 
nomical design and_ specification. The 
increase of £129 between 1949 and 1951 


is due to an increase of £40 in labour costs, 7 


£136 in materials and plant, £16 in over 
heads and profit, less a saving of £63 due 
to economies in design and specification. 
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Including cost of land and its develop- 
ment, and professional fees, 1949 house 
£1,515; 1951, £1,690. Professional fees in 
1949, architects £24, quantity surveyors £12; 
1951, £30 and £20 respectively. Much of 
the work represented by the cost in Q.S’s 
fees is caused by re-measurement during 
the progress of a contract and could be 
avoided if accurate drawings were prepared 
before inviting tenders and if bills of 
quantities were accurately related to the 
drawings. 

Man-hours for 1949 house, 2,575; for 
195|, 2,475; reduction due to economies in 
design and specification, not to improved 
productivity, which is still 20 per cent below 
pre-war level, and if it could be restored to 
that level about 25 per cent more houses 
could be built with the present labour force 
and £100 saved per house. 

The continued trend towards more two- 

bedroom and less three-bedroom dwellings 
is noted. In the last quarter of 1951 only 
50 per cent had three bedrooms. 
The Ministry have estimated that houses 
to the new designs (M. of H.L.G. circular 
70.51: which referred to specimen designs 
of less than 900 ft. super for three-bedroom 
and 750 ft. super for two-bedroom houses) 
would cost at least £150 less than similar 
houses built recently, and the committee 
concur. 

Taking total cost of 1951 three-bedroom 
houses as £1,690, the net subsidised weekly 
rent at the new standard rates of subsidy 
would be 21s. A reduction of £150 in the 
building cost would reduce the rent to 
18s. 4d. 

The report is published by H.M.S.O., 
price Is. 3d. net. 


Church Roof Coverings. In the report of 
the Church Assembly Commission on the 
preservation of our churches certain recom- 
mendations were made, of which two were 
that all churches should be inspected at 


least once every five years by a qualified 


architect and that grants for repairs should 
be given only to churches that have them 
done under the supervision of an architect 
skilled in the care of churches. The need 
for expert knowledge is emphasised by a 
report on church roof coverings, issued by 
a committee appointed by the Central 
Council for the Care of Churches, in con- 


sida junction with the Society for the Protection 
rilding 


of Ancient Buildings. The report stresses 
‘that whenever any extensive roofing work 
on an old church is in prospect, the services 
of an architect experienced in ancient 
buildings should be obtained.’ 

The report deals with lead, copper, 
pitched roofs in thatch, shingles, tiling and 
‘lates, aluminium and zinc, and non-tradi- 
tional substitute materials. A young archi- 
lect, proudly admiring the recently gained 
professional suffixes to his name, may glance 
through the report and think he already 
Knows all about its contents, having ab- 
sorbed the accumulated wisdom set out 
in the well-known textbooks, but increasing 
professional experience will cause him to 
turn back to it with more careful scrutiny, 
and he may find that he did not fully 
realise that ‘felt should not be used (as an 
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A typical meat works slaughter floor 


underlay to lead) as it may become 
saturated with condensation and encourage 
both corrosion of the lead and rot in the 
timber. In no case should a felt or paper 
faced with bitumen be used, as the bitumen 
will be softened by heat and adhere to the 
lead, so preventing free movement.’ The 
report contains many similar examples of 
useful information which has been gathered 
from centuries of experience, some of it 
costly. 


The section on thatching contains terms 
that show how individual a craft it is, 
‘yelms’ and ‘stulching’, ‘broches’ and 
‘liggers’. How countrified they sound com- 
pared with welts and laps and gauges. 
Although the subject of the report is church 
roof coverings, the same information is, 
of course, useful in considering the roofing 
of other buildings, and the report is worthy 
of a place on any architectural bookshelf. 
Church Roof Coverings may be obtained 
from THE BUILDER, The Builder House, 
Catherine Street, London, W.C.2, price 
2s.. 3d. niet. 


Abattoirs. On the principle that ‘architec- 
ture should be interpreted in its widest 
sense to include anything from a cathedral 
to a child’s swing’, a word or two on the 
design of abattoirs may not be out of 
place. Messrs. Industrial Waste Elimina- 
tors, Ltd., known as Iwel, have produced 
a booklet on modern plant for meat and 
bacon production in which they say: 
‘One of the more apparent results of 
education and the consequent advance- 
ment of civilisation is the attitude towards 
the production of food for human con- 
sumption; particularly does this apply to 
those foods involving the slaughter of 
animals. All humanely-thinking people 
demand that suffering shall be mini- 
mised and strict hygiene practised, and the 
modern abattoir is constructed with these 
ends in view.’ Messrs. Iwel state that it is 
now generally agreed that the day of the 
small slaughterhouse has passed, whatever 


may be the fate of large private establish- 
ments as opposed to public abattoirs. 


The following points are mentioned in 
Messrs. Iwel’s booklet: animals should 
be rested, fed and watered for two days 
after a journey of any distance, and theére- 
fore lairage should be provided for at least 
two days’ kill. Any abattoir requiring the 
use of more than one cattle-dressing bed 
should be built on the multi-storey prin- 
ciple as this makes for ease of handling of 
offals and other products. The modern 
multi-storey building has the offal-handling 
department immediately below the slaugh- 
terhall, with chutes to carry away the offal 
at once. 

Much of what applies to public abattoir 
construction is also applicable to meat 
works practice, but generally speaking a 
meat works is privately-owned, and the 
quantities dealt with are larger than those 
in any establishment except the biggest 
public abattoir and so the lay-out and 
design of the plant and equipment is more 
fully mechanised and on the conveyor 
system, which would not be applicable in 
a public abattoir. 


It will be remembered that the Ministry 
of Works recently built an abattoir at 
Guildford, to be used by the Ministry of 
Food as an experimental prototype. The 
illustration accompanying this note shows 
a typical meat works slaughter floor, and 
is taken from Messrs. Iwel’s booklet, 
which can be obtained from the company 
at 7-11 Old Bailey, London, E.C.4. 


Limbrick Wood County Primary School, 
Coventry. Mr. D. E. E. Gibson, C.B.E. [F] 
and Mr. S. A. W. Johnson-Marshall [A] 
have asked us to say that in the description 
of this school which appeared in the Octo- 
ber JOURNAL credit shou'd have been given 
to Richard Sheppard and Partners [F/A/A] 
as consultants to the Bristol Aeroplane 
Company on the development of the 
Mark la prefabricated school construction. 
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Practice Notes 
Edited by Charles Woodward [A] 


IN PARLIAMENT. London Builders’ Con- 
ference. Lt.-Col. Lipton asked the Minister 
of Housing and Local Government whether 
he would. investigate the price-fixing 
arrangements operated by the London 
Builders’ Conference in respect of tenders 
to local authorities for building contracts. 
Mr. Macmillan said he understood that the 
President of the Board of Trade would bear 
this in mind in considering matters for 
reference to the Monopolies Commission. 

Mr. Percy Wells, the Labour member 
for Faversham, then asked: Is the Minister 
aware that the Minister of Works has 
already conferred with me and the Kent 
County Council on this matter as a result 
of which action is being taken or contem- 
plated that will stop the unsocial activities 
of the London Builders’ Conference and its 
regional branches? Mr. Macmillan: | am 
glad the hon. gentleman should have paid 
this tribute to the President of the Board of 
Trade. 

Mr. Bossom asked the President of the 
Board of Trade if he would direct the 
Monopolies Commission to inquire into 
the activities of the London Builders’ Con- 
ference and other similar bodies throughout 
the country whose practices were objected 
to by the Royal Institute of British Archi- 
tects, the Royal Institution of Chartered 
Surveyors and the Federation of Master 
Builders, and which increased the cost of 
housing and building generally. Mr. Henry 
Strauss, the Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Board of Trade, in a written reply, said that 
the President would bear this in mind in 
considering matters for reference to the 
Commission. (21 October 1952.) 


Development Charge Payments. Asked 
whether he would state the total amount 
which has been paid to date to the Treasury 
in respect of development charges under 
the Town and Country Planning Act 1947, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer replied: 
‘Up to 17 October 1952, £12,258,000 had 
been paid in cash and a further £7,235,000 
had been set off against claims on the £300 
million (24 October 1952). 


Rebuilding of a Damaged House. Mr. H. 
Hynd asked the Minister of Housing and 
Local Government, on 21 October, what 
further details had been received from the 
Hornsey Borough Council about their 
decision to permit the building of a house 
with a sale price of £9,850; and whether he 
was allowing this project to proceed. Mr. H. 
Macmillan: The house was required to be 
set back to facilitate road widening. This, 
and the nature of the subsoil, made the 
foundations unusually costly. The founda- 
tions are already up to ground level. To 
avoid interfering with council housing, ex- 
pensive materials are to be used for the rest 
of the rebuilding of this damaged house. In 
the special circumstances, I do not propose 
to intervene. 
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Mr. Hynd: Is the Minister aware of the 
extent of the expensive and luxury items 
going into the building of this house, that 
it is a public scandal locally that such a large 
amount has been authorised for one dwell- 
ing, that inaccurate information was given 
in the first place, and that if this amount of 
money was spread over several houses it 
would contribute to reducing Hornsey 
Council’s long waiting list for houses? Mr. 
Macmillan: There is one point I want to 
make clear. The use of expensive, unusual 
materials—hardwood floors and things of 
that kind—is beneficial to my housing pro- 
gramme, and that is why I insist upon it. It 
is not in competition with my programme. 
But I find—and I am sure the hon. Gentle- 
man will agree—that I am continually being 
pressed by hon. Members, and sometimes 
by the same hon. Members, in two contra- 
dictory dircctions—first, that I should give 
more authority and latitude to local author- 
ities, on tne one hand, and then that Ishould 
continually interfere with their detailed 
decisions on the other. I try to keep a 
balance, but I must say I lean towards local 
authority decisions, which I leave to them. 


REPORT OF THE COPYRIGHT COM- 
MITTEE. The Report of the Copyright 
Committee appointed by the President of 
the Board of Trade in April 1951 has now 
been presented to Parliament. The R.I.B.A. 
submitted a Memorandum of Evidence to 
the Committee on two points arising out of 
the Copyright Act 1911. 


The first point concerned the reinstate- 
ment of a building damaged by fire or 
enemy action where the original architect 
is not employed in the reinstatement. The 
question arises whether reinstatement would 
then be considered as ‘reproduction’ under 
the Act, so as to render a second architect 
and the building owner liable for infringe- 
ment of the original architect’s copyright. 
Has a building owner an implied licence 
to use the drawings for the reinstatement in 
such circumstances and would a second 
architect be relieved of liability? The same 
questions arise if the building itself is copied 
without reference to drawings, assuming it 
had ‘artistic character or design’ within the 
meaning of the Act. 

The Committee’s recommendation on 
this point is ‘that it is common practice 
for architects to retain the copyright in 
their plans, but we consider that this right 
should not entitle them to prevent the re- 
construction of the building in the circum- 
stances indicated.’ 


The second point submitted by the 
R.I.B.A. dealt with ‘publication’ under the 
Act. Publication of photographs of any 
architectural work of art is not an infringe- 
ment of copyright, but ‘architectural draw- 
ings or plans’ may not be photographed or 
published without the copyright owner’s 
consent. The word ‘plans’ is included in the 
definition of ‘literary work’, but does not 
occur in the definitions of ‘artistic work’ 
or ‘architectural work of art’, the latter 
definition referring to a building or struc- 
ture having an artistic character or design. 
The Act would appear to give protection 


against photographing or publication of 


‘architectural drawings or plans’ by infer- © 


ence, since those works are specially ¢\- 


cepted from the list of works of which it is : 


permissible to publish photographs. For 
the avoidance of doubt the R.I.B.A. sub- 
mitted that architectural drawings and 


plans might be included within the definition 


of ‘artistic work’ as well as ‘literary wor!.”. 

The Committee recommend that the 
term ‘artistic work’ should include any 
original work of drawing, etc., irrespective 
of its artistic qualities, and that maps, 
charts and plans should be classified «s 
‘artistic works’. 


HOUSING ACT, 1949. Housing (Improve- 
ment Grants) (Expenses) Regulations, 1952. | 
The Minister has now made these Regula- 
tions altering the amounts prescribed in 
s2ction 20 (4) of the Housing Act 1949 as 
the maximum and minimum expenditure 
that may be incurred on work for which an 
improvement grant is applied for under 
that section. The minimum amount is in- 
creased to £150 and the maximum to £800, 
subject to the local authority’s power, with 
the Minister’s consent, to accept proposals 
exceeding the maximum in special circum- 
stances. The Regulations came into force on 
1 November. 
The Regulations are obtainable at H.M. 
Stationery Office, price 2d. (S. 1. 1952, 
No. 1819). A summary of the Housing Act 
1949 was published in Practice Notes. 
JOURNAL for October 1949, and gives the 
conditions under which grants may be 
made by a local authority. ' 


on 


MINISTRY OF HOUSING AND LOCAL | 
GOVERNMENT. Land Requirements in | 
Residential Areas. The Ministry has pub- ! 
lished a handbook entitled The Density of 
Residential Areas, which is obtainable at 
H.M. Stationery Office, price 5s. 

The book is illustrated with plans and | 
photographs and deals with the amount of | 
land required for different projects in resi- 
dential areas, particularly for housing. The | 
Minister, in a foreword, says that he is not | 
intending to suggest that desirable stan- 
dards must be cut, but rather that, with 
more flexible ideas about the use of ter- 
races and with better layout, land can be 
saved without any sacrifice of desirable 
standards. The book contains the Ministry’s 
schedule of minimum street widths, details 
of permissible height indicators for testing 
the daylighting of residential buildings 
from block plans, and a list of definitions. 


Save Land by Filling Up Gaps in Towns. 
Mr. Marples’s Advice to Planners. Speaking 
to the Annual National Conference of the 
Town and Country Planning Association 
at the County Hall, London, on 23 October. 
Mr. Ernest Marples, Parliamentary Secre- 
tary to the Ministry of Housing and Local 
Government, said: ‘Where to put new 
houses so as to lose as little farm land as 
possible presents the planner of today with 
his main challenge. An essential part of 
this process is to make the wisest use of the 
central sites from which derelict and out 
worn housing must be cleared. 

‘In the town plans, which form part of 
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the development plans recently submitted 
by county boroughs, there has been a ten- 
dency to allocate new land for housing 
when the old land could still be used with- 


- ou! abandoning the standards we have set 


ourselves. I do not think I should be over- 
stating it if I said that sometimes the plan- 
ning authority seems to have had a blind 
spot for the possibilities of some of the 
gaps and undeveloped sites within the 


_ existing urban areas. It is essential that 


town plans should never lay themselves 
open to the charge of having condoned even 
the beginnings of decay and waste at the 
heart of the town, while growth continued 
at the extremities. 

‘In spite of this, I have no hesitation in 
saying that the development plans now 
coming in are the most realistic so far pro- 
duced. In contrast with much of the plan- 
ning which took place before 1939, the 
present type of development plan is not 
simply restrictive. It can be, and generally 
is, a constructive instrument of policy. 
This is largely due to the thorough nature 
of the surveys which preceded the plans. 
These surveys really show how local needs 
compare with local resources in such 
matters as houses, schools, roads and public 
buildings. And in the matter of open spaces, 
who can say whether any systematic 
attempt would have been made to grapple 
with this problem had it not been for the 
spur the development plans provided ? 

‘We shall, of course, continually have to 
modify the assumptions on which plans are 
based. Already we have had to modify our 
views On our national physical resources, 
particularly our resources of land. But 
development plans are being drawn up with 
the realisation that changes must and can 
be introduced, and one of the great gains of 
the system is the increased attention it will 
cause One authority to give to the progress 
and fortunes of another authority’s plans.’ 


PLASTERBOARD PRICES. The Gypsum 
Building Products Association announce 
that a reduction is being made in the price 
of gypsum plasterboard, the general effect 
of which is that all prices of wallboard, 
baseboard and lath are decreased by 3d. 
per sq. yard. The reduced prices will take 
effect in respect of materials despatched by 
the plasterboard manufacturers on and 
after | October. 


NATIONAL BUILDINGS RECORD. The 
Eleventh Annual Report of this body has 
now been published for the period ending 
12 April 1952, 

The organisation maintains a library of 
photographs and measured drawings of 
English and Welsh architecture which is 
open to the public for consultation and 
study at 37, Onslow Gardens, London, 
S.W.7. The library contains over 400,000 
items. Copies of photographs can be 
supplied where negatives are available, of 
which there are over 200,000. An index is 
maintained and additional records are con- 
stantly being added to the library. 

The Chairman of the Council of Manage- 
ment is Sir James Gow Mann, P.S.A., 
F.B.A., the Vice-Chairman being Mr. W.H. 
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Ansell, M.C., Past President R.I.B.A., who 
also represents the R.I.B.A. on the Council. 


MINISTRY OF WORKS. Advisory Leaflet. 
The Ministry have now published an 
advisory leaflet on Rendering Outside 
Walls, which is obtainable at H.M. Sta- 
tionery Office. It deals with the mix and 
its application, types of background, pebble 
dash, roughcast, smooth floated finish, tex- 
tured and scraped finishes and machine 
applied renderings. There is a table showing 
the mix proportions on ‘strong’ and ‘weak’ 
backgrounds in exposed and sheltered 
positions. 


Cement. Need for Economy. In a press 
notice dated 15 October the Ministry 
states that deliveries of cement to the 
home market are running at 20,000 tons 
a week above last year. The cement 
industry is, however, under great pressure 
to meet all demands, and October and 
early November is normally the time when 
the consumption is highest. The Ministry 
appeals to all users to exercise the utmost 
economy so that the available supplies of 
cement can be spread over as many building 
projects as possible, and the rise main- 
tained in the productivity of the building 
industry. (MOW/119/52. P. I. 295/12.) 


Book Reviews 


Thomas Tompion: His Life and Work, by 
R. W. Symonds. 113 in. xvi + 320 pp. incl. 
p's. 2 folding pls. Batsford. 1951. £7 7s. 
Mankind’s sole achievement in retaliation 
against the silent all-conquering power of 
time is to have learned how to measure it 
by instruments, and in this splendid book 
Robert Symonds [F] has compiled an ad- 
mirable record of the greatest of English 
clockmakers. 

He begins by describing carefully the 
background of the craft in England during 
the 16th century, and tells why at that time 
the work of the Continental clockmakers 
was superior. The contribution of the black- 
smith is shown, and his account of Eliza- 
bethan and Stuart watch and clockmakers 
is most valuable. We are not told much of 
Tompion’s early life—very little is known, 
but the period of his establishment in 
Water Lane, London, is described fully and 
this is obviously the product of years of 
research, 

Mr. Symonds tells of Tompion’s friends, 
acquaintances and customers, and explains 
in great detail the mechanism of his clocks 
and the accuracy of his work. The historical 
notes and letters throw a clear light on the 
period, and the old bills and accounts are 
of particular interest. 

The book also deals with John Flamsteed 
and the Royal Observatory. The author has 
diligently searched the plays of the time and 
contemporary correspondence. He quotes 
from newspaper advertisements for lost 
Tompion watches, which make delightful 
reading. The Association Oath Roll of 
Members of the London Clockmakers 
Company is reproduced at the end of the 
volume and gives a clear indication of the 
loyalty of the trade. 


Mr. Symonds’s work, an impressive 
achievement, is worthy of an important 
place in the architect’s, collector’s and horo- 
logist’s library. They will find much to 
enjoy in a book which can be warmly 
recommended to those who delight in 
craftsmanship, careful design and historical 
accuracy. The illustrations and photo- 
graphs are excellent and well selected. 
They bring out Tompion’s superb work- 
manship, and the colour plates are very 
rich. The index has been skilfully arranged 
and the volume is beautifully printed. 

PHILIP S. HUDSON [4] 


The Law Relating to the Architect, by 
E. J. Rimmer, with a chapter on the regis- 
tration and professional conduct of the 
architect, by Pembroke Wicks. 8} in. xv- 
244 pp. London: Stevens and Sons, 1952. 
£1 15s. 

In the ever increasing tortuosity of the legal 
labyrinth which an architect must enter 
if he is to build anything at all, this book 
will provide him, if not with a clue of un- 
broken thread, at least with well-marked 
signposts at most of the turnings. 

For the ordinary citizen a nodding ac- 
quaintance with the common law, and a 
visit or two to his solicitor, will generally 
keep him out of legal embroilments. But 
the architect, threatened by them at 
almost every stage of his work, must not 
only acquire a wide and practical know- 
ledge of the law of contract and one of the 
most difficult subjects of the law of torts— 
negligence; but is expected to keep up with 
and advise his clients on the interpretation 
of an unending flow of Acts of Parliament, 
Statutory Rules and Orders, ministerial 
circulars and what-have-you. This book 
should help him; at least to keep his 
bearings. It is effortlessly and pleasantly 
readable, and Mr. Rimmer has obviously 
taken pains to write it in a language which. 
without incurring any ambiguities, avoids 
all unnecessary legal terminology. Its 
opening chapter—The Status, Appoint- 
ments and Authority of the Architect- 
contains as clear and comprehensive an 
exposition of the subject as can be garnered 
from a dozen other different publications: 
and I commend it as earnestly to all Students 
preparing for the Professional Practice 
examinations as to all architects about to 
start in practice, whether as principal or 
assistant in private or public offices. The 
chapters that follow deal competently 
and logically with every aspect and stage 
of the architect’s work. ; 

Particular comment is not possible with- 
in the compass of this brief review; but | 
must draw attention to one point of law 
advanced by the author (p. 65), regarding 
the granting of extension of time under the 
R.I.B.A. Form of Contract, which was 
not accepted in the recent case of Amal- 
gamated Building Contractors vy The Urban 
District Council of Waltham Holy Cross' 
decided in the Court of Appeal. In this case, 
the Court distinguished the earlier one of 
Miller v London County Council’ (on 


1 All England Law Reports 1952. Vol. 2. Part 10. 
p. 452; a brief report of the case was published in the 
September JOURNAL. 

2 (1934) 151 L.T. 425. 
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which Mr. Rimmer relies for his proposi- 
tion that the ‘power of the architect to ex- 
tend the time must be exercised before the 
contract time or any extension of the 


contract time expires’) and held that the, 
architect had authority, derived from the / 


contract, to extend the time for completion 
after the works had in fact been completed. 
It is but fair to point out that the book was 
written before the case was decided. 
There is an informative chapter on 
Ownership and Copyright of Drawings, a 
subject with which, strangely, few archi- 
tects are familiar; and a very useful one 
on Registration and The Professional 
Conduct of the Architect, contributed by 
the Registrar of the Architects’ Registra- 
tion Council. The seven Appendices 
complete a highly recommendable vade 
mecum for the profession. One complaint: 
the price is likely to put the book beyond 
the purses of most students and the younger 
architects starting their careers, on the 
shelves of all of whom it should be. __D.B. 


Structure in Building, by W. Fisher Cassie 
and J. H. Napper. 8} in. 266 pp. incl. pls. 
“front. text illus. Architl. Press. 1952. 
£1 10s. 

This is the second volume in the series of 
three which is being published with the 
co-operation of the Text and Reference 
Books Committee of the R.I.B.A. In the 
preface, the authors state that it is intended 
for use by architects and students as an 
introduction to the study of structural 
design. It is therefore not a treatise on the 
subject, but an attempt to explain the prin- 
ciples of structural analysis, whilst giving a 
survey of structural forms. This survey, 
while to a certain extent historical, deals 
also with the application of modern 
materials and techniques for the develop- 
ment of modern structures. 

The book will most certainly have a 
tremendous appeal to architects and 
students, because it tries to interpret a very 
complex subject by simple diagrams and an 
easily understandable text. After explain- 
ing the procedure normally adopted in 
structural design and giving an account of 
the various loading conditions, the authors 
have written an excellent chapter on the 
suitability of materials. This has been done 
on a comparative basis, so that the reader 
is made aware of the merits of various 
materials, such as steel, reinforced con- 
crete, timber and aluminium. 

Structural systems are then dealt with 
and not only are simple structures ex- 
plained, but the authors go on to deal in 
straightforward language with the more 
complicated part of structural design 
redundant structures, foundation prob- 
lems and deformations which can arise in 
structures due to deflection, settlement and 
thermal movement. This portion of the 
book is excellent. 

The last two chapters deal with develop- 
ment in structure and the choice of struc- 
tural systems. These are of very great 
importance to the architect and I should 
have thought that more information were 
needed than is provided here. It should be 
the subject of a further treatise. 
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An interesting collection of photographs 
of both historical and modern structure is 
ineluded. L. W. ELLIOTT [4] 


Westminster Abbey, Its Worship and Orna- 
ments, by Jocelyn Perkins. Vol. iii. (Alcuin 
Club Collections, No. xxxvili.) in. 
London: Oxford U.P. 1952. £1 15s. 

Vol. i of this work appeared in 1938, 
vol. ii in 1940; the present volume, though 
the fact is not stated, appears to be the 
last. It is a striking achievement of research, 
erudition and readability by the veteran 
Minor Canon and Sacrist of the Abbey 
(since 1899), now over 80. The whole work 
usefully supplements the work of the Royal 
Commission on Historical Monuments, 
Lethaby and others, by treating in detail 
the liturgical arrangements and _ fittings 
from medizval to modern times and the 
forms of worship offered in the Abbey 
church with its various chapels. There is 
thus much incidental architectural informa- 
tion. The first two volumes dealt with the 


principal features on the axis of the church; 
this one covers the eastern chapels, the 
‘furniture’ (pulpits, font, lecterns, anc s0 
on), and ‘ornamenta’ (plate, verges, and 
fabrics); it includes also an_ historical 
sketch from 1560 to 1950, showing the 
gradual re-beautifying of the Abbey and 
concluding with a chapter on ‘the Abbey 
under fire’, i.e. in the last war; not until 
then did the opening of the west doors give 
every visitor the impressive vista of the 
nave and apse. 

There are several plates showing past 
and present fittings and practices, and an 
index to all three volumes, which however 
seems insufficiently comprehensive. 

H. V. M.R 


Vermiculite, by F. R. Varley. (Colonial 
Geological Surveys: Mineral Resources 
Division.) 9? in. iv ; 70 pp. H.M.S.O. 
1952. 7s. 6d. 

The first of a new series of authoritative 
publications on construction materials. 
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THE TRAVELLERS’ CLUB 


Sir,—In Mr. Whiffen’s interesting article 
on the Travellers’ Club in your September 
issue, it is explained that Barry recom- 
mended that 4 ft. of frontage should be 
given up to allow a blank strip of wall to 
intervene between the elevations of the two 
neighbouring clubs. This stands today, and 
allows Barry’s cornice to return. But, more 
conspicuously, it allows the return, not 
only of the Atheneum cornice, which fits 
closely over that of the Travellers’, but 
also of the Atheneum balcony, which 
extends over the whole width of the inter- 
vening strip. 

The returned projection of the balcony 
and cornice now appear an integral part 
of the Pall Mall front of the Atheneum. 
Was it so when the Atheneum stood 
alone? If so, one might suppose that the 
land over which the projections extended 
already belonged to the Atheneum. Or 
was the balcony extended, and the front 
thus rendered symmetrical after the 
Travellers’ had obligingly provided space 
for the purpose? 

Whatever the answer, it indicates an 
accommodation between neighbours that 
is seldom found today.—Yours faithfully, 

MICHAEL DUGDALE [4] 


TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING 
ACT, 1947 


Sir,—Mr. Cave’s ‘strange gods’ are regrett- 
ably becoming familiar and strange no 
longer. Whether as a corporate body today 
we can do much about it, is open to doubt, 
for many of the sacerdocy are parts of our 
body. Interference by the minions of august 
authorities into the designs and concep- 


tions of competent architects can result} 
in little but harm. The employment of! 
qualified minions alleviates but does not 
remove the cause of our complaints. 

It would seem that the duties of the 
acolyte and the supplicant are opposed in 
some degree. Whereas the latter is honour 
bound to arrange the erection of a building 
suitable for its purpose, pleasantly propor- 
tioned and in the shortest time, the former 
is solely concerned with the susceptibilities 
of an unappreciative public. Further, the 
hierarchy of assistants, deputies, secre: 
taries, committees and councils are quite 
impenetrable. The responsibility of the 
architect is removed and his inspiration. 
quite surely, will quickly follow.—Y ours 
faithfully, P. WAKEFIELD | 

[Student] 


Sir,—Mr. Cave’s fears are etherial; his | 
experiences surely unique. What would you | 
have, Mr. Cave? Every Tom, Dick and | 
Harry deciding how his house shall look, 
disregarding the taste of the public at} 
large? 

It will not do. Our local authority | 
officers, many fully qualified, are polite 
and patient in their efforts to guide us in 
good neighbourliness. Perhaps a certain 
similarity will pervade our towns, but this 
is surely to be preferred to being startled out 
of our wits. The idea that just because an 
architect is confined to his office and is 
employed by a corporation he is therefore 
inferior to a practising brother, is quite 
mistaken. His disinterested views ate 
stimulating and productive, and after all 
he has the chance to keep informed outside 
office hours. 

Let us remember the hopeless muddle 
of our higgledy piggledy hamlets, civic 
schemes, commercial conglomerations and 
ecclesiastic etceteras prior to town plan- 
ning. What might the great architects 0! 
the past have achieved if they had had the 
authoritative co-operation which we enjoy? 
—Yours faithfully, R. P. SHANNON [A] 


R.1.B.A, JOURNAL 


by a 
one 
shoul 
of thi 
under 


polita 
Le 


The § 
The 

corne 
Lanes 
a sut 
estate 


} across 


over 

Newi 
is one 
of an 
which 
althou 
shares 


The } 
Thea 
practi 
schoo 
ante-r 
child 

units 

ing th 
conge 
entrar 


serve 

Waitin 
With ¢ 
cubic! 
health 


THIS 
Octot 
yecan 
4 and c 
healtt 
i 
On 
for th 
units, 
tion k 
: On 
minor 
X-ray 
store. 
| NOVE 


& 


urch: 
, the 
SO 
and 
Orical 
2 the 
and 
until 
S give 
f the 
past 
1d an 


Wever 


M.R 


— 


lonial 


1.S.0, 


tative 
als. 


result | 
nt off 
not 


the 
sed in 
onour 
ilding 
‘Opor- 
ormer 
yilities 
r, the 
secre: 
quite 
f the 
ation, 
Y ours 
FIELD | 
acdent] 


his 
id you | 
< and | 


W oodberry 
Down L.C.C. 
Health Centre 


THIS HEALTH centre was opened on 14 
October last; it is situated in Green Lanes, 
Stoke Newington, and is the first to be 
built by the London County Council 
under the National Health Service Act, 
1946 

The decision to build the first health 
centre in London was taken by the L.C.C. 
in May 1948, and as there were no pre- 
cedents to follow the Council had to for- 
mulate the objectives and advantages of 
such a centre before planning could begin. 
The Council took the view that as many 


_as possible of the health services required 


by a neighbourhood should be housed in 
one building, and that health centres 
should be ‘comprehensive’; the fulfilment 
of this aim was helped by the fact that 
under the National Health Service Act it 
became possible to combine the maternity 
and child welfare services, and the school 
health clinics; facilities which hitherto had 
been provided respectively by the Metro- 
politan Borough Councils and by the 
L.C.C, as the Education Authority. 


The Site 

The site is situated at the south-west 
corner of the L.C.C. housing estate at 
Woodberry Down and fronts on Green 
Lanes to the west; on the north boundary 
a subsidiary road leads to the housing 
estate, and on the south is an open view 
across a reservation to the New River and 
over the broad expanse of the Stoke 
Newington West Reservoir. The total site 
is One and a half acres but about one-third 
of an acre is occupied by a day nursery 
which is separate from the health centre 
although the engineering services are 
shared. 


The Plans 
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The accommodation provides for a medical 
practitioners’ and dental surgeons’ unit, 
school health unit, child welfare unit, 
ante-natal unit and remedial exercise and 
child guidance unit. Each of these five 
units has a separate entrance, thus avoid- 
ing the congestion and the sometimes un- 
congenial atmosphere of a large common 
entrance hall. 

_On the ground floor there are suites 
lor the six medical practitioners who will 
Serve the centre; each doctor will have a 
Waiting-room next to his consulting-room, 
with an examination room and undressing 
cubicle. Also on this floor are the school 
health, the child welfare and the ante-natal 
units, and a lecture hall with demonstra- 
tion kitchen, 

On the first floor there is provision for 
munor operations, eye treatment, dental 
X-ray, doctors’ clinical side room, medical 
Store. suites for two dental surgeons, 


NOVEMBER 1952 


General view of the health centre 


ultra-violet light treatment, and remedial 
exercises and child guidance. There is also 
accommodation for visiting specialists. In 
addition, there are administrative offices 
and staff accommodation and refreshment 
rooms. A’ caretaker’s flat is provided on 
the second floor, but there is no other 
accommodation on this floor. 


Construction 

The system of construction is concrete 
frames disposed on a horizontal modular 
grid of 3 ft. 4in., which gives plenty of 
natural light and complete flexibility of 
internal partition arrangements; it will 
also make easy any internal adaptation 
that may prove to be desirable. Precast 
concrete floor and roof members rest on 
these frames and on internal brick spine 
walls. 


100 bye) 100 
I 


SCALE OF FEET 


TE 


The walls are cavity-type with facing 
bricks, but the bond adopted avoids the 
usual sequence of stretchers that appears in 
normal cavity-wall construction. Artificial 
stone is used for dressings and for facing 
the concrete frames where they are exposed 
externally. For the sake of quietness the 
corridor floors are finished with rubber, 
which has also been used for the dental 
surgeries; elsewhere composition tiling and 
terrazzo are used, but the lecture hall is 
floored in wood. 


A difficult problem arose in dealing with 
the many sanitary appliances required for 
a building of this nature, but as far as 
possible all pipework has been laid out of 
sight. A horizontal duct was formed from 
floor to window sill on the first floor, on 
the inside of the external walls, and in this 
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ae practically all service pipes, wastes 

aid wall panel radiators. From this hori- 

wntal duct vertical chases carry the piping 
ma ‘oand from a duct under the ground floor, 


- ad movable panels give access to all 
piping. 


Engineering Services 

Heating is by means of a forced circulation 
hot water system working at low pressure. 
On the first floor, wall panel radiators have 
ween installed in order to give a flush sur- 
‘ace, but elsewhere modern hospital-type 
tadiators are used. The water is heated in 
wo sectional boilers with thermostatic 
control. The hot water supply is obtained 
fom two hot water boilers and a large 
storage cylinder and is circulated to all 
draw-off points by a motor-driven centri- 
fugal pump ; thermostatic control maintains 
temperature at 130 to 140 degrees 
€ sterilisin uipment is electrica 
heated, 


Fluorescent lighting is installed in all 
\orking-rooms, and floodlighting points 
“te installed on the Green Lanes front. 


The building was designed by the archi- 
«tural staff of the general division, L.C.C.; 
Mr. W. J. Durnford [F], senior architect Council, and in consultation with other son, M.Eng., M.I.C.E., M.I.Mech.E., chief 
Md Mr. A. E. Miller [F], working under interested bodies. The mechanical and engineer of the L.C.C. 
te general direction of Mr. Robert H. _ electrical services were designed and carried The building and equipment cost about 
Matthew’, C.B.E., [A], architect to the out under the direction of Mr. J. Rawlin- £155,000. 
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Notes and Notices 


NOTICES 


Third General Meeting, Tuesday 9 December 
1952 at 6 p.m. The Third General Meeting of 
the Session 1952-53 will be held on Tuesday 9 
December 1952 at 6 p.m. for the following 
purposes: 

To read the minutes of the Second General 
Meeting held on 12 November 1952; formally 
to admit new members attending for the first 
time since their election. 

Professor Rudolf Wittkower to read a paper 
on ‘Inigo Jones: Architect and Man of Let- 
ters’. 

(Light refreshments will be provided before 
the meeting.) 


Session 1952-53. Minutes I 

At the Inaugural General Meeting of the 
Session 1952-53, held on Tuesday 4 November 
1952 at 6 p.m. 

Mr. Howard Robertson, M.C., A.R.A., 
S.A.D.G., President, in the Chair. 

The meeting was attended by about 300 
members and guests, 

The Minutes of the Seventh General 
Meeting of the Session 1951-52, held on 
Tuesday 17 June 1952, having been published 
in the JOURNAL, were taken as read, confirmed 
and signed as correct. 

The President delivered his 
Address of the Session. 

On the motion of Mr. Hugh Molson, M.P., 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Ministry of 
Works, seconded by Sir Gerald Kelly [Hon. F], 
President of the Royal Academy, a vote of 
thanks was passed to the President by acclama- 
tion, and was briefly responded to. 

The President then presented a Diploma of 
Distinction in Town Planning to Mr. William 
Crabtree, Dipl.Arch. (L’pool) [F]. 

The President, having alluded to the services 
of the immediate Past President, then unveiled 
and formally presented to the Institute the 
portrait of Mr. A. Graham Henderson, 
A.R.S.A. [F], painted by Mr. W. O. Hutchison, 
President of the Royal Scottish Academy. 

Mr. Graham Henderson briefly expressed his 
thanks to the meeting. 

The proceedings closed at 7.5 p.m. 


Inaugural 


Exhibition of Inigo Jones Drawings, 9 December 
1952 to 3 January 1953. An exhibition of 
original drawings by Inigo Jones will be open 
in the Members’ Room from 9 December to 
3 January (except from 24 to 27 December) 
between the hours of 10 a.m. and 7 p.m. 
(Saturdays 10 a.m. and 5 p.m.). 


Kalendar 1952-53-——Corrections. The following 

further corrections to the 1952-53 Kalendar are 

published at the request of the members 
concerned: 

Page 

70 Bennett: James Spalding, should read 
Bennet. 

248 Johnston: Reginald William. Mr. Johnston 
is an Associate and the letter in the left- 
hand column should be A. 

273 Lincoln. The first Christian name should 
be George. 


Lecture, Tuesday 16 December 1952 at 6 p.m. 
On Tuesday 16 December 1952 at 6 p.m., Mr. 
O. J. Masterman, B.Eng., A.M.I.C.E., 
A.M.1.Struct.E., will read a paper on ‘Pre- 
stressed Concrete.’ 

(Light refreshments will be provided before 
the meeting.) 


The R.I.B.A. London Architecture Bronze Medal 
1952. The attention of members is drawn to 
the form of nomination and the conditions 
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subject to which the award will be made for a 
building built within the counties of London 
and Middlesex during the three years ending 31 
December 1952, enclosed with this issue of 
the JOURNAL. Any member of the Royal 
Institute may nominate any building for con- 
sideration by the jury. 

Nomination forms must be returned to the 
Secretary, R.I.B.A., not later than 28 February 
1953. 


Cessation of Membership. Under the provisions 
of Bye-law 21, the following have ceased to be 
members of the Royal Institute: As Fellows, 
Harry Arthur Blunt, Ralph Edward Matthews. 
As Retired Fellow, Francis Edward Jones. As 
Associates, David Burch Bloore, William Patrick 
Carlin, Reginald Rayner Christien, Cyril Percy 
Griggs, John Charles Holden, Clarence Lonsdale 
Watson, Harold Wyatt. As Licentiates, Edwin 
Walter Collier, Colin Holden Smith. 


CURRENT R.I B.A. PUBLICATIONS 
The following is a list of the main R.I.B.A. 
publications with their prices. 


Agreement, Forms of 

Form of Agreement for General Use between 
a Building Owner (including a Statutory 
Authority) and a Firm of Architects. 

Form of Agreement between a Local Authority 
and a Firm of Architects for Housing Work. 
Form of Agreement between a Local Authority 
and a Firm of Architects for Multi-Storey 
Flats. 

Form of Agreement between the Promoters 
and a Firm of Architects appointed as the 
Result of a Competition. 

Price 6d. per form (inclusive of purchase tax). 
Postage 3d. 


Certificates, Architects’, Form Prepared by the 
Practice Committee 

Copyright. Book of 100 Certificates. 

Price 17s. 9d. (inclusive of purchase tax). 
Postage Is. Id. 


Contract, Form of Agreement and Schedule of 
Conditions 

For use with quantities: 1939 revised 1952. 
Copyright. 

For use without quantities: 1939 revised 1952. 
Copyright. 

Price 2s. 3d. per form (inclusive of purchase 
tax). Postage 3d. 

Adapted for the use of Local Authorities, for 
use with quantities: 1939 revised 1952. Copy- 
right. 

Adapted for the use of Local Authorities, for 
use without quantities: 1939 revised 1952. 
Copyright. 

Price 2s. 6d. per form (inclusive of purchase 
tax). Postage 3d. 

Fixed Fee Form of Prime Cost Contract for 
use in the repair of war-damaged property, 
1946 revised 1950. Copyright. 

Price 2s. 3d. (inclusive of purchase tax). 
Postage 3d. 

Cost Plus Percentage Form of Prime Cost 
Contract for use in the repair of war-damaged 
property: 1946 revised 1950. Copyright. 

Price 2s. 3d. (inclusive of purchase tax). 
Postage 3d. 


Examination, Intermediate, Questions Set At 
Price ls. per examination. Postage 3d. 
Examinations, Final and Special Final, Ques- 
tions Set At 

Price ls. per examination. Postage 3d. 


Forms of Articles of Pupilage 
Copyright. Price Is. 8d. (inclusive of purchase 
tax). Postage 3d. 


Membership of the R.I.B.A. 

Particulars of the Qualifications for Assoc ite- 
ship 

Price 2s. 6d. Postage 3d. 


Party Wall Notice Forms, for Use Under the 
London Building Act 

Form A—Party Structures. 

Form B—Party Fence Walls. 

Form C—Intention to Build within Ten ‘eet 
and at a lower level than the bottom o! the 
foundations of adjoining Owner’s Building 
Form D—Intention to build within Twenty 
Feet of the adjoining Owner’s Indepen:Jent 
Building and to a depth as defined in Section 50 
(1) (d). 

Form E—Party Walls and Party Fence Walls 
on line of Junction of adjoining lands. 

Form F—Walls or Fence Walls on Building 
Owner’s land with footings and foundations 
projecting into adjoining Owner’s land. 
Form G—Selection of Third Surveyor. 

Price 7d. per form (inclusive of purchase tax), 
Postage 3d. 


Prizes and Studentships 1952-53 
Price 2s. 6d. Postage 3d. 


Scale of Professional Charges 
Price 3d. Postage 3d. 


BOARD OF 
ARCHITECTURAL 
EDUCATION 


Special Final Examination. Minimum Age Limit. 
The Council have decided that the minimum 
age limit for the Special Final Examination 
shall be raised from 30 to 35 with effect from 
I January 1958. 


COMPETITION 


New Head Office Building for the Uganda 
Electricity Board, Kampala, Uganda 
The Uganda Electricity Board invites archi- 
tects practising, or entitled to practise, in the 
United Kingdom and all British Common- 
wealth Nations, Colonies and Dependencies 
to submit designs in competition for the New 
Head Office Building in Kampala for the 
Uganda Electricity Board and other bodies. 
Assessor: Mr. N. L. Hanson [A], of Johannes- 
burg. 
Premiums: £1,000, £750, £500, £250. 
Last day for submitting designs: 25 July 1953. 
Intending competitors are required to submit 
their names and addresses to the promoters al 
their Kampala address by 23 December 1952. 
Conditions may be obtained on application 
to The Secretary, Uganda Electricity Board, 
P.O. Box 559, Kampala, Uganca, 
Deposit: 3 guineas. 


Competition Result 
Olympic Stadium, Melbourne: Frank Heath, 
Dip. Arch. (Melbourne) [A]. 


ALLIED SOCIETIES 


Changes of Officers and Addresses ; 
Royal Australian Institute of Architects, New 
South Wales Chapter. President, Eric 
Andrew [A]. 


Essex, Cambridge and Hertfordshire Society of 
Architects: Annual Dinner. The Presiden! of the 
Essex. Cambridgeshire and Herts. Society % 
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Architects, Mr. Harold Conolly [F], County 
Architect, presided at the annual dinner and 
reception of the Society which was held in the 
newl’ renovated Shire Hall, Chelmsford, on 
33 October. Mr. and Mrs. Conolly, with the 
Guest of Honour Mr. Howard Robertson, 
M.C. A.R.A., S.A.D.G., President R.I.B.A., 
Mrs. Howard Robertson, Mr. Anthony 
Dannatt [A], Chairman of the Chelmsford 
Chapter, and Mrs. Dannatt, received over 200 
members and guests. 

In proposing the toast of the R.I.B.A. and 
its Allied Societies, the President of the Society 
referred to the motto of the R.I.B.A.— For 
the benefit of the Citizens, and for the design of 
the Cities or Towns’, and said the profession 
had served the community very well indeed 
since the war in the fields of school buildings 
and local authority housing. Mr. Conolly said 
he would like to see the services of architects 
more widely employed in private house- 
puilding, where standards of construction and 
design were still in many cases below those 
of post-war local authority housing. It was 
gratifying to see that some members of the 
Society had received awards of housing medals 
and diplomas from the Ministry for their 
schemes carried out for local authorities, and 
Mr. Conolly added that it would not be a bad 
idea if the Minister encouraged better designs 
for private houses by extending his medal and 
diplomas idea to this field. 

The R.I.B.A.—whose ties with the Allied 
Societies Mr. Conolly likened to those of the 
United Kingdom with the members of the 
British Commonwealth of Nations—had many 
problems to face in the near future. Mr. 
Howard Robertson, the newly elected Presi- 
dent of the R.I.B.A. was the guest of honour 
that evening and no man was better qualified 
than he to tackle those problems. 

The President of the R.I.B.A. in responding 
to the toast, referred to the architectural 
ahievements in the three counties, where 
special problems in the field of school build- 
ingand in the development of five New Towns 
were being successfully tackled. He stressed 
the importance of respecting in contemporary 
design the best of our architectural heritage. 
Mr. R. O. Foster, [F], who proposed the 
Toast of the Patrons of Architecture, paid 
iibute to the local authorities. Alderman 
Bennett, J.P., Chairman of the Essex County 
Council, responded to the toast and appealed 
ior less austerity in design, and for ‘buildings 
with a smile on their faces.” 

The Mayor of Chelmsford proposed the 
toast of the Society, and Mr. Anthony Dannatt 
4], responded. The toast of the guests was 
proposed by Mr. Richard Sheppard [F], and 
sponse was made by the Right Rev. Dudley 
Narborough, the Bishop of Colchester. 
_Among others present were Mr. C. H. Aslin, 
CB.E., Vice-President R.LB.A., Mr. Thomas 
E. Scott, C.8.E., Honorary Treasurer, and 
Mr. C. D. Spragg, C.B.E., Secretary. 


Indian Institute of Architects. Conference, 
Symposium and Exhibition. From 14 to 20 
‘ptember the Indian Institute held a Con- 
‘tence and a Symposium on Town Planning in 
fombay, timed to coincide with the showing 
Jan English Town and Country Planning 
‘hibition organised by the British Council, 
“Which the Indian Institute also contributed 
Indian section. 

_ The Governor of Bombay opened the exhibi- 
‘on and (he President, R.I.B.A., sent a message 
greetings, which was read out by Mr. J. B. 
Femandes [A], President of the Indian Institute 
* Archiiects. The British section of the 
‘hibition, consisted of models, diagrams and 
urge scale photographs of Harlow New Town, 
leven Valley and London’s re-built areas. The 
hdian section comprised models of the town 
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of Jamshedpur (Tata’s iron and stee! industrial 
centre), the industrial town of Batanagar (the 
Bata shoe factory headquarters)) and models 
of university and domestic buildings. The 
master plan of Greater Bombay was also 
shown, together with perspectives and photo- 
graphs of executed works of members. The 
school of architecture of the Sir J. J. School of 
Art, Bombay, exhibited models of a satellite 
town, a hospital, a sports pavilion for factory 
workers and a housing scheme. The Delhi 
Polytechnic sent in a small model of a “Colony 
Project: Community Planning’ with drawings 
and a social survey chart. In all, about 5,000 
people visited the exhibition. 

About 4/500 people attended the Town and 
Country Planning Symposium lectures. Among 
the papers given were ‘A Review of Town 
Planning in Britain with Special Reference to 
India’s Problems’, by Mr. J. A. Parks, O.B.E., 
F.R.LC.S., M.LS.; ‘Town Planning—a Socio- 
logical Approach’, by Dr. A. J. Dastur, M.A., 
Ph.D., of the Department of Economics and 
Sociology, University of Bombay; ‘The Master 
Plan of Greater Bombay’, by the engineer to 
the Bombay Municipal Corporation; and 
papers on ‘Planning Shopping Centres’, 
‘Traffic Engineering in Relation to City 
Management’ and ‘The Legal Aspect in Rela- 
tion to Town Planning’. A number of films on 
town and country planning were also shown, 
including ‘Growth of London’ and ‘New 
Town’. 

The Architects’ Conference also produced 
some interesting papers and some lively dis- 
cussions. Members came from more than a 
thousand miles away, and average attendance 
at lectures was 58. Titles of papers included 
‘Housing Problems of Greater Bombay’, 
‘Housing as an Architectural Problem’, ‘In- 
dustrial Housing’ and ‘Cheap Housing’. 


GENERAL NOTES 


Leverhulme Research Fellowships 1953 
Application is invited for fellowships and 
grants in aid of research. The fellowships and 
grants are intended for senior workers who are 
prevented by routine duties or pressure of other 
work from carrying out research. They are 
limited to British-born subjects normally resi- 
dent in the United Kingdom. In exceptional cir- 
cumstances the Trustees may waive thecondition 
as to residence. The Trustees are also prepared 
to consider applications from groups of workers 
engaged upon co-operative programmes of 
research, particularly from those engaged upon 
long-distance programmes. The duration of 
the awards will not normally extend over more 
than two years or less than three months and 
the amount will depend on the nature of the 
research and the circumstances of the applicant. 

Forms of application may be obtained from 
the Secretary, Miss M. Branney, Leverhulme 
Research Fellowships, 3/5, Salisbury Square, 
London, E.C.4 (CITy 1910). Applications must 
be received on or before 31 December 1952. 
Awards will be announced in May and will 
date from | September 1953. 


The C. Stanbury Madeley Fund 

Past and present students of the Birmingham 
School of Architecture are informed that the 
presentation to Mr. Madeley will take place 
at the Birmingham School of Architecture on 
Monday 15 December next, at 5.30 p.m. 


R.I.B.A. Cricket Club. Annual Dinner. The 
annual dinner of the R.I.B.A. Cricket Club 
will be held on Friday 28 November—6.30 for 
7p.m., at the ‘Marquis of Granby’, 142, 
Shaftesbury Avenue, W.C.2. Dress informal.— 
The dinner will be followed by the Annual 
General Meeting. 


The Club would welcome arfy member of 
the Institute who is interested in the club and 
who would like to attend the dinner and/or 
the meeting. Dinner charge 15s. 6d. Applica- 
tions (accompanied by cheque, if for the 
dinner) must be received not later than noon 
on Wednesday 26 November, by the Hon. 
Secretary, B.S. Smyth [A], ‘Staunton’, The 
Drive, Chorleywood, Herts. (Rickmansworth 
2578 or LONdon Wall 2917.) 

The club will be playing six games (some 
mid-week) against Allied Societies during 
next season and the Hon. Secretary would like 
to hear from anyone who would kindly offer 
his or her services as a regular scorer for the 
club. 


Correction 

In the article ‘Load-Bearing Wall Construc- 
tion’ published in the October JOURNAL the 
last line on page 451 should read‘. . . from 
10 in high-strength mortars to 134 in low- 
strength mortars.’ Full stops were accidentally 
inserted after the words ‘in’. 


The President’s Inaugural Address. The illus- 
trations accompanying the address, from top 
to bottom on each page, are: Page 3, Chartres 
Cathedral; St. Paul’s Church, Covent Garden; 
Pavilion at Barcelona Exhibition by Mies Van 
der Rohe. Page 4: Pazzi Chapel, Florence; 
Perrault’s fagade of the Louvre; Crematorium, 
Stockholm, by Asplund; Albi Cathedral. Page 
5: Wells Cathedral; Academy of Science, 
Washington, by Goodhue; Trinity College 
Library, Cambridge, by Wren; Hogalids 
Church, Stockholm, by Tengbohm. Page 6: 
Rome Railway Station by Montuori, Castel- 
lazzi, Calini, Fatigati and Pintonello; Chieri- 
cati Palace at Vicenza by Palladio; Durham 
Cathedral. Page 7: Hotel de Ville, Boulogne, 
by Tony Garnier; British Medical Society 
Building, Hallam Street, by Eustace Frere; 
Nashdom by Lutyens. 


Membership Lists 
ELECTION: 4 NOVEMBER 1952 


The following candidates for membership were 
elected on 4 November 1952: 

AS FELLOWS (2) 

Nettleton: Cyril Neville [A 1939], Suva, Fiji. 
Ramsinh: Kumar, A.A.Dipl. [A 1935], Bombay, 
India. 

AS ASSOCIATES (13) 

Benjamin: Alec. Maurice, B.Arch. (C.T.), Port 
Elizabeth, S. Africa. 

Blewett: Peter Alfred, Auckland, New Zealand. 
Boag: Wallace, Wellington, New Zealand. 
Cornilliac: Louis Eugene, B.Arch. (McGill), 
Port of Spain, Trinidad, B.W.1. 

Draffin: Rodney Fox, Auckland, New Zealand. 
Geary: Ronald Hubert John, New York, U.S.A. 
Jennings: Antony, B.Arch. (C.T.), Dar es 
Salaam, Tanganyika. 

King: Philip Sherwood, Hamilton, New 
Zealand. 

Londt: Gilbert Edward, B.Arch. (Rand), 
Johannesburg, S_ Africa. 

Nicol: Gilbert Ridgway, Victoria Park, Western 
Australia. 

Weston: Peter Ernest, Auckland, New Zealand. 
Williamson: Roderick Andrew, Dip.Arch. 
(Auck. N.Z.), Auckland, New Zealand. 


Wilson: Michael Exley, B.Arch. (C.T.), 
Nairobi, Kenya. 
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ELECTION: 9 DECEMBER 1952 


An election of candidates for membership will 
take place on 9 December 1952. The names and 
addresses of the candidates with the names 
of their proposers, found by the Council to be 
eligible and qualified in accordance with the 
Charter and Bye-laws, are herewith published 
for the information of members. Notice of any 
objection or any other communication re- 
specting them must be sent to the Secretary, 
R.I.B.A., not later than Monday 1 December 
1952. 

The names following the applicant’s address 
are those of his proposers. 


AS HON. CORRESPONDING MEMBERS (2) 


Stanton: Glenn, President, American Institute 
of Architects, Hon. F.R.A.I.C., B.Arch., 
B.Sc. (Arch.), M.Arch. 208, S.W. Stark Street, 
Portland 4, Oregon, U.S.A. Proposed by the 
Council. 


Walker: Ralph Thomas, Past 
American Institute of Architects; Member, 
National Institute of Arts and Letters; 
Chancellor, College of Fellows, A.I.A.; Vice- 
President, Union International des Architectes. 
Roaring Brook Road, Chappaqua, New York, 
U.S.A.; 101. Park Avenue, New York 17, 
N.Y., U.S.A. Proposed by the Council. 


President, 


AS FELLOWS (26) 

Butler: John Geoffrey, B.Arch. (Dublin) 
(A 1938], 82 Merrion Square South, Dublin; 
73 Ailesbury Road, Dublin. Prof. A. E. 
Richardson, E. A. S. Houfe, L. G. Pearson. 


Cadbury-Brown: Henry Thomas, A.A.DipIl. 
{A 1936], 17 Clarges Street, W.1. Ralph Tubbs, 
Frederick Gibberd, Richard Sheppard. 


Cowser: Benjamin [A 1928], 31 College Gar- 
dens, Belfast. R. H. Gibson, J. R. Young, R.S. 
Wilshere. 

Evans: William Hubert [A 1939], 34 Hanway 
Street, W.1; 5 High Street, Romford, Essex; 
*Beltinge’, Gaynes Court, Upminster, Essex. 
William Evans, J. J. Crowe, Edwin Williams. 
Hodges: David Michael, M.B.E. [A 1937], 
3 Park Square Mews, N.W.8, 49 Clifton Hill, 
St. John’s Wood, N.W.8. Louis de Soissons, 
Kenneth Peacock, J. K. Robertson. 


Holder: Frederick William, B.A.(Arch.) (Lond.) 
{A 1932], Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, 
4/10 Chester Terrace, Regent’s Park, N.W.1; 
33 Cotswold Way, Enfield, Middlesex. C. G. 
Mant, Sir Charles Mole, Alex. Thorpe. 


Hunt: Leslie Edward George [4 1942], 2 Rose 
Lane, Norwich; 50 Spixworth Road, Old 
Catton, Norwich. Thomas Bilbow, E. W. B. 
Scott, T. G. Scott. 


Johnson: Francis Frederick, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds), 
J.P. [4 1935], Craven House 16 High Street, 
Bridlington; Leys House, Church Lane, 
Sewerby, Bridlington. R. S. Shapley, G. D. 
Harbron, C. W. C. Needham. 

Lindsay: Robert Govan [4 1931], County 
Architect, County Buildings, Ayr; 14 Rosebank 
Crescent. Ayr. E. G. Wylie, A. G. Henderson, 
G. F. Shanks. 

Lloyd: Sidney John [4 1943], 74 Great Russell 


Street. W.C.1: 2 Holyoake Walk, N.2. Ivor 
Shaw, T. FE. Scott, P. V. Mauger. 
Narracott: Edward [A 1940], 48 Torwood 


Street, Torquay: 2 Northgate, Hr. Warberry 
Road, Torquay. H. V. de C. Hague, F. W. 
Foster-Turner, W. E. Wolff. 

Pinfold: Cyril George, A.M.T.P.1. [A 1937], 
Ministry of Works, Brooklands Avenue, Cam- 
bridge: 26 Longcroft Lane, Welwyn Garden 
City, Herts. P. V. Mauger, D. A. Wilkie, A. E. 
Wisemar 
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Powell: Herbert John [A 1939], Cathedral 
Chambers, King Street, Hereford; 338 Upper 
Ledbury Road, Tupsley, Hereford. D. G. 
Millett, L. E. Harper, R. E. Bonsall. 


Reynish: Roy Lewis [A 1932], Kent Lodge, 
Queen’s Crescent, Southsea, Hants; The Globe 
House, Fishbourne, Chichester, Sussex. S. H. 
Loweth, C. G. Stillman, R. A. Thomas. 


Seel: Ernest, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) [A 1931], 38 
Holland Villas Road, Kensington, W.14; 
Church Cottage, Church Lane, Pinner, 
Middlesex. E. D. Mills, Herbert Kenchington, 
T. E. Scott. 


Smyth: Valentine [A 1935], 31 College Gar- 
dens, Belfast. R. H. Gibson, J. R. Young, 
R. S. Wilshere. 


Tadman: James Albert [A 1937], Architects’ 
Department, Messrs. James Hole and Co. 
Ltd., Castle Brewery, Newark, Notts.; 
78 Albert Street, Newark-on-Trent. A. E. 
Eberlin, R. E. M. Coombes, E. W. Roberts. 


Taylor: Ernest Dempster [A 1936], 16 Donegall 
Square South, Belfast; Roseville, Craigavad, 
Co. Down. R. H. Gibson, Frank McArdle, 
A. F. Lucy. 


Uren: Reginald Harold [A 1933], 29 Gower 
Street, W.C.1; ‘Jilcot’, London Road, Stan- 
more, Middlesex. J. A. Slater, Dr. Charles 
Holden, A. R. F. Anderson. 


Westmoreland: Charles Edward, T.D., Dip.T.P. 
(Lond.) [A 1932], Messrs. Scott and Westmore- 
land, 25 Bedford Row, W.C.1; 27 Gills Hill, 
Radlett, Herts. B. W. H. Scott, J. S. Walkden, 
R. T. Green. 


Westwood: Norman Charles, A.A.Dipl. 
[A 1937], 46 Baker Street, W.1; Hillrise, 
Hanger Hill, Weybridge. A. M. Chitty, C. E. 
Culpin, J. E. K. Harrison. 


and the following Licentiates who have passed 
the qualifying Examination: 

Boutall: Richard Taunton, Ministry of Works, 
Westminster, S.W.1; 6 Elm Park Road, 
Chelsea, S.W.3. P. M. Andrews, George Ford, 
A. G. Alexander. 


Ford: William Arthur, Home Office, Architects’ 
Branch, 44 Princes Gate, S.W.7; 1 Rosemont 
Road, Richmond Hill, Richmond, Surrey. 
A. B. Waters, A. L. Smith, J. W. Buchanan. 


Tyrrell: John Edward, Town Hall, Gosport, 
Hants.; 7 Pannall Road, Gosport, Hants. E. H. 
Banks, T. G. Crump, A. C. Townsend. 


and the following Licentiates who are qualified 
under Section IV, Clause 4 (c) (ii) of the 
Supplemental Charter of 1925: 


Lobban: Arthur Victor, County Hall, Ipswich; 
The Laurels, Chelmondiston, nr. Ipswich. 
E. J. Symcox, M. J. Slater, J. A. Sherman. 


Parkinson: Edward Baldrey, Montagu House, 
Huntingdon; ‘Thornton’, Hartford, Hunt- 
ingdon. W. A. Lea, G. W. Knight 
Wilson. 


AS ASSOCIATES (337) 


The name of a school, or schools after a candi- 
date’s name indicates the passing of a recog- 
nised course. 


Ali Khan: Syed Salaamat, Dip.Arch. (Leics.) 
(Leicester Coll. of Art and Tech.: Sch. of Arch.), 
c/o Mr. Hatim Attari, 41 Berkeley Square, W.1. 
F. Chippindale, G. A. Cope, S. Penn Smith. 


Allen: Robert Charles [Special Final], 34 
Templecombe Way, Morden, Surrey. G. W. 
Knight, D. A. Wilkie, Julian Leathart. 


Anderson: Albert Nelson [ZL] [Special Final], 
25 Riverholme Drive, West Ewell, Surrey. 
S. H. Loweth, Edwin Williams, W. J. Durnford. 


Andrews: Malcolm John Stuart, (Arch, 
Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.) 1) 
Poulton’s Square, S.W.3. Henry Elder, Georg; 
Fairweather, Basil Hughes. 
Armitage: Ralph, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) (‘eed; 
Sch. of Arch.), 231 Upper Wrotham Road 
Gravesend, Kent. H. C. Mason, O. F. S:vege| 
A. V. Montagu. 


Ashley: Howard Ian, D.A. (Edin.) (Edin 
Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 21 Perth Stree 
Edinburgh. J. F. Matthew, J. R. McKay 
Leslie Grahame-Thomson. 


Astbury: Hugh Cedric (Arch. Assoc. (London) 
Sch. of Arch.), Flat 8, Foxley Hall, Highey 
Drive, Purley, Surrey. Bryan Westwood, R. F 
Jordan, A. C. Tripe. 
Bailey: George Frederick [L] [Special Final] 
10 Chesterfield Road, Ashford, Middlesey 
Edwin Williams, J. Holman, A. R. Borrett. 


Bailie: Clement Robert James [Final], 2 
Brunswick Square, W.C.1. Richard Sheppari 
F. R. S. Yorke, Frederick Gibberd. 


Bailiff: Ronald, B.Arch. (L’pool) (Liverpoo 
Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool), 20 Mille 
Avenue, Canterbury. Prof. L. B. Budden 
H. Anderson, Capt. H. C. Ashenden. 


Baldwin: Edward Anthony, B.A. (Arch. 
(Sheffield) (Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch. 
79 Sky Edge Road, Sheffield, 2. Prof. Stepher 
Welsh, W. G. Davies, W. L. Clunie. 


Ball: Ronald Herbert (Arch. Assoc. (London 
Sch. of Arch.), 18 Canfield Gardens, N.W. 
Henry Elder, R. F. Jordan, A. W. Kenyon. 


Banks: Anthony Edwin [Final], 36a Osborn 
Road, Southsea, Hants. A. C. Townsend, V.6 
Cogswell, J. V. Nisbet. 


Beckett: Adrian George [Special Final], Rive 
House, Newton Road, Burton-upon-Tren 
Staffs. N. L. Reece, Peter Bicknell, Arthu 
Rome. 


Beckett: Sir Martyn Gervase, Bt., M.C., BA 
(Cantab.) [Special Final], 3 St. Albans Grove 
W.8. A. S. G. Butler, E. V. Harris, W. \ 
Fisk. 


Benroy: Edwin, A.A.Dipl. (Arch. Assoc. (Lom 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 1 Graham Road, Hendon, 
N.W.4. Henry Elder, R. F. Jordan, W. ! 
Osburn. 


Bevan: Leslie [Special Final], Lower Hoo\ 
Farm, Shire Lane, Downe, Kent. Applying fo! 
nomination by the Council under Bye-law 3 ( 


Billinge: Allan, Dipl.Arch. (L’pool) (Liverpoo 
Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool), 94 Clougi 
Road, Liverpool, 19. F. X. Velarde, W. ? 
Horsburgh, F. J. M. Ormrod. 


Billingsley: Douglas William, Dip.Arch. (Birm 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), 2 Leighton Roa 
Wolverhampton, Staffs. A. Douglas Jone, 
A. R. Young, Harry Cherrington. 


Bishop: Alan Courtenay [Final], 8 Abbott Row 
Mansfield, Notts. T. W. East, E. W. Pedle 
E. H. Ashburner. 


Blackledge: Ewan George, B.Arch. (L’poo 
(Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpoo! 
13 Esplanade, Waterloo, Liverpool, 22. A. © 
Bullen, F. J. M. Ormrod, Prof. R. Gardne' 
Medwin. 

Blair: Peter Douglas (Arch. Assoc. (London 
Sch. of Arch.), 7 North Parade, Lowesto! 
East Suffolk. E. H. Skipper and the Preside? 
and Hon. Secretary of the Norfolk and Norw’) 
Association of Architects under Bye-law 3 (@ 


Bland: David Joseph Mellor (Arch. Ass 


(London): Sch. of Arch.), 192 Alexandly 
Avenue, South Harrow, Middlesex. Fredeti 
Gibberd, R. F. Jordan, Henry Elder. 
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Boal: William Wyld Mather, Dip!.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeis Sch. of Arch.), 171 Cold Bath Road, 
Hariogate, Yorkshire. D. A. Fowler, and 
app!-ing for nomination by the Council under 
Bye-aw 3 (d). 

Bold: (Miss) Isabel Anne, B.Arch. (L’pool) 
(Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool), 
The Vicarage, Grantchester, Cambridge. Prof. 
L. B. Budden, H. C. Hughes, Peter Bicknell. 


Bowdler: Cyril, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) (Birmingham 
Sch. of Arch.), 342 Warstones Road, Penn, 
Wolverhampton, Staffs. A. Douglas Jones, 
T. M. Ashford, G. A. G. Miller. 


Brandl: (Miss) Lily, D.A. (Edin.) (Edinburgh 
Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), c/o Miss R. 
Oblatt, ‘Fairview’, Southill Road, Chislehurst, 
Kent. Lieut.-Col. G. H. Ryland, Lieut.-Col. 
Eric Cole. D. L. Bridgwater. 


Brandt: Robert, A.A.Dipl. (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 26 Wedderburn Road, 
Hampstead, N.W.3. R. F. Jordan and the 
President and Hon. Secretary of the Archi- 
tectural Association under Bye-law 3 (5). 


Brear: Gordon, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) (Leeds Sch. 
of Arch.), 24 Ventnor Terrace, Manor Drive, 
Halifax. Hubert Bennett, Spencer Silcock, 
A. W. Glover. 

Brewster: Raymond Lennox, Dip.Arch. (Leics.) 
(Leicester Coll. of Arch. and Tech. Sch. of 
Arch.), | Leopold Avenue, Wimbledon, S.W.19. 
R. G. Covell, F. Chippindale, M. W. Pike. 


Brown: Francis Owen, B.A. (Arch.) (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), 17 Har- 
court Road, Sheffield, 10. Prof. Stephen Welsh, 
W.G. Davies, W. L. Clunie. 


Brown: Stanley George, Dip.Arch. (Nottm.) 
(Nottingham Sch. of Arch.), 6 Bentley Avenue, 
Sneinton Dale. Nottingham. Applying for 
nomination by the Council under Bye-law 
3 (d). 

Browne: Thomas Bernard, B.Arch. (N.U.I. 
Dublin) (Univ. Coll., Dublin, Ireland: Sch. 
of Arch.), School House, Maynooth, Co. 
Kildare, Ireland. J. V. Downes, P. J. F. 
Munden, Vincent Kelly. 

Bullard: John Alfred, B.Arch. (Rand) (Passed 
a qualifying Exam. aproved by the I.S.A.A.), 
67 Peel Street, Kensington, W.8. Applying for 
nomination by the Council under Bye-law 3 (d). 


Bulloch: John, D.A. (Edin.) (Edinburgh Coll. 
of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 65 Craiglockhart Road 
North, Edinburgh, 11. A. H. Mottram, Leslie 
Grahame-Thomson, Frank Wood. 


Burnett: Alan James, D.F.C. [Special Final], 
25 Meadowview Road, Bexley, Kent. Prof. 
W. J. Smith, T. F. W. Grant, F. J. Maynard. 


Burren: Neville John, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 1 Rowe Place, Aylesford, Kent. 
T. E. Scott, H. Bramhill, S. H. Loweth. 


Burrows: William George, M.C.D., B.Arch. 
(L’pool) (Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of 
Liverpool), ‘Burnside’, 148 St. Helens Road, 
Rainford, Lancs. Prof. L B. Budden, Prof. R. 
Gardner-Medwin, William Ellis. 


Cadd: Bernard, A.A.Dipl. (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 9 Glenilla Road, N.W.3. 
Prof. W. G. Holford, Arthur Korn, George 
Fairweather. 


Campbell: Ian William, D.A. (Edin.) (Edin- 

burgh Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 2 Dud- 

dingston Gardens South, Portobello, Mid- 

naan. J. R. McKay, A. H. Mottram, W. I. 
omson. 


Carter: Thomas Dunbar, Dip.Arch. (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), 12 
Causeway Head Road, Dore, Sheffield. Prof. 
Stephen Welsh, W. G. Davies, W. L. Clunie. 
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Case: Frederick Clarence Pearson, B.Arch. 
(L’pool) (Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of 
Liverpool), 52 Hamblett Crescent, Haresfinch, 
St. Helens, Lancs. Prof. L. B. Budden, Prof. R. 
Gardner-Medwin, William Ellis. 


‘Cassidy: Brian Clemons (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 38 Bedford Square, 
W.C.1. Henry Elder, A. R. F. Anderson, 
Arthur Korn 


Cecil: Raymond Joseph, Dip.Arch. (The 
Polytechnic) (The Poly., Regent Street (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 6 Page Court, Page 
Street, Mill Hill, N.W.7. Rubin Seifert, J. S. 
Walkden, Frank Rutter. 


Cockshott: John Edmund Henry, Dip.Arch. 
(Nottm.) (Nottingham Sch. of Arch.), 21 West 
Drive, Mickleover, Derby. E. W. Pedley, and 
applying for nomination by the Council under 
Bye-law 3 (d). 

Codling: Peter Frank, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 66 Canberra Road, Charlton, S.E.7. 
T. E. Scott, S. F. Burley, H. Bramhill. 


Collins: John Frederick Norman, Dip.Arch. 
(Birm.) (Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), 30 
Rectory Gardens, Solihull, Warwickshire. 
A. Douglas Jones, T. M. Ashford, Herbert 
Jackson. 


Concanen: George Victor [Special Final], 112 
Burnley Road, Dollis Hill, N.W.10. Robert 
Atkinson, A. F. B. Anderson, R. G. Covell. 


Cooper: Trevor d’Almaine (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 108 Ravensbourne 
Avenue, Shortlands, Bromley, Kent. Bertram 
Carter, H. G. Goddard, Arthur Korn. 


Costin: George Barry, B.A. (Arch.) (Lond.) 
(Bartlett Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of London), 
Flat 96, 6 Charterhouse Square, E.C.1. Sir 
Hubert Worthington, R. C. White-Cooper, 
D. du R. Aberdeen. 


Craft: Herbert Henry, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), 75 Balne Lane, Wake- 
field, Yorks. Hubert Bennett, Spencer Silcock, 
A. W. Glover. 


Creighton: Hugh, M.A. (Cantab.) (Arch. Assoc. 
(London): Sch. of Arch.), East Claydon, 
Bletchley, Bucks. A. J. May, Henry Elder, Hope 
Bagenal. 


Crowe: Frank Thomas, B.Arch. (L’pool) 
(Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool) 
‘Cresta’, Dean Cross Road, Plymstock, South 
Devon. B. A. Miller, Prof. L. B. Budden, 
Prof. R. Gardner-Medwin. 


Cunnison: John Andrew, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 66a Station Road, Harpenden, Herts. 
T. E. Scott, S. F. Burley, H. Bramhill. 


Curtis: Leonard John [Special Final], 44 The 
Kingsway, Ewell, Surrey. E. D. J. Mathews, 
O. D. Pearce, A. G. Nisbet. 


Davidson: (Miss) Patricia, D.A. (Edin.) (Edin- 
burgh Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), Linton 
Muir, West Linton, Peebles-shire. A. H. 
Mottram, Leslie Grahame-Thomson, W. H. 
Kininmonth. 


Davidson: William McKeown [Final], ‘Glen- 
moyle’, Crawfordsburn Road, Bangor, Co. 
Down. J. H. Swann, T. R. Eagar, R. S. 
Wilshere. 


Davies: Derek Crawford (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), Copper Beech, 36 
Riverside Close, Kingston-upon-Thames, Sur- 
rey. Henry Elder, Arthur Korn, A. R. F. 
Anderson. 


Davies: Hugh Llewelyn [Special Final], 80 


Penylan Road, Penylan, Cardiff. E. E. Morgan, 
Lewis John, E. E. Edmunds. 


Dennis: (Miss) Jennifer (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 78 Regents Park Road, 
N.W.1. Henry Elder and the President and 
Hon. Secretary of the Architectural Association 
under Bye-law 3 (4). 

Dent: William Alan, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) (Leeds 
Sch. of Arch.), Ivy Bank, Locharbriggs, 
Dumfries-shire. D. A. Fowler, N. H. Fowler, 
W. H. King. 


Derbyshire: Andrew George, M.A. (Cantab.), 

A.A.Dipl. (Arch. Assoc. (London): Sch. of 

Arch.), | Albert Terrace Mews, Regents Park, 

a R. J. Jordan, Arthur Korn, Frankland 
ark. 


Dickinson: Sabine Harvey, Dipl.Arch. (U.C.L.) 
(Bartlett Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of London), 12 
Broughton Avenue, Finchley, N.3. Prof. H. O. 
Corfiato, S. Hyde, R. C. White-Cooper. 


Dinsdale: Eric Kipling, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.); 26 Linton Road, East- 
moor, Wakefield, Yorks. Hubert Bennett, 
Spencer Silcock, A. W. Glover. 


Dower: Thomas Bernard, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), Victoria House, 
Holyhead Road, Wednesbury, Staffs. A. 
Douglas Jones, R. F. Jordan, H. C. Bloomer. 


Downey: (Miss) Gabriel T. F., B.Arch. 

(N.U.1. Dublin) (Univ. Coll., Dublin, Ireland: 

Sch. of Arch.), Rest Harrow, Shankill, Co. 

= J. V. Downes, J. J. Robinson, Vincent 
elly. 


Dowse: Charles Edward, M.C. [Special Final], 
‘Brinkburn’, Herrington Burn, Houghton-le- 
Spring, Co. Durham. E. M. Rice, W. D. 
Hartley, G. R. Clayton. 


Drury: Brian William [Final], 3 Purley Rise, 
Purley, Surrey. E. D. Mills, David Jenkin, 
J. S. Walkden. 


Dunn: Allan Alfred, A.A.Dipl. (Arch. Assoc. 
(London): Sch. of Arch.), 151 Kings Avenue, 
Clapham Park, S.W.4. Arthur Korn, Henry 
Elder, H. A. Mealand. 


Dunn: Benjamin Joseph, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), 177 Jayshaw 
Avenue, Great Barr, Birmingham, 22. A. 
Douglas Jones, Herbert Jackson, A. R. Young. 


Dunn: (Mrs.) Margery Ursula Powell, B.Arch. 
(L’pool) (Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of 
Liverpool), 9 Chelsea Studios, 410 Fulham 
Road, S.W.6. Sir Hugh Casson, D. L. Bridg- 
water, Richard Sheppard. 


Dunthorne: Philip Bayne [Final], ‘Codlins’, 
Meopham, Kent. C. G. Mant, George Ford, 
W. F. Granger. 


Eales: Frank Stanley, Dip.Arch. (Nottm.) 
(Nottingham Sch. of Arch.), 44 Albert Grove, 
Lenton Sands, Nottingham. Applying for 
nomination by the Council under Bye-law 3 (d). 


Eames: Edward Henry [Special Final], 54 
Bohun Grove, East Barnet, Herts. D. W. 
Aldred, W. W. Fisk, A. J. Fowles. 


Embling: Arthur David Holtham, A.A.Dipl. 
(Arch. Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), 73 
Highworth Road, N.1I1. R. F. Jordan, C. H. 
Aslin, A. R. F. Anderson. 


Emmett: Robert Derek, B.A. (Arch.) (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), 111 
Southey Crescent, Southey, Sheffield, 5. Prof. 
Stephen Welsh, H. B. Leighton, H. B. S. Gibbs. 


Evans: John Hywel [Final], 19 Woodland Park 
Road, Newport, Mon. C. L. Jones, Dr. 
T. A. Lloyd, C. F. Bates. 


Exley: Anthony John, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), Ministry of Works, Abell 
House, John Islip Street, S.W.1. E. H. Banks, 
A. G. Alexander, W. F. Granger. 
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Falkus: Donald Thomas Frederick [Special 
Final], 24 Winchester Road, Bromley, Kent. 
R. J. Duke, W. W. Fisk, J. S. Walkden. 


Fallas: Jack, Dipl.Arch. (Northern Polytechnic) 
(Northern Poly. (London): Dept. of Arch.), 
13 High Street, Horbury, nr. Wakefield, Yorks. 
T. E. Scott, Hubert Bennett, A. W. Glover. 


Farmer: William John, Dip.Arch. (Nottm.) 
(Nottingham Sch. of Arch.), ‘Fairways’, 10 
Vicarwood Avenue, Darley Abbey, nr. Derby. 
Applying for nomination by the Council under 
Bye-law 3 (d). 

Ferguson: Michael Richard, Dip.Arch. (The 
Polytechnic) (The Poly., Regent Street (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), No. | Pinks Cottages, 
Church Road, Milford, Surrey. J. S. Walkden, 
David Jenkin, Allan Johnson. 


Finch: Graham McGregor, Dipl.Arch 
(Northern Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (Lon- 
don): Dept. of Arch.), 172 Handside Lane, 
Welwyn Garden City, Herts. T. E. Scott, J. K. 
Robertson, Kenneth Peacock. 


Fisher: Robert James, Dipl.Arch. (U.C.L.) 
(Bartlett Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of London), 
*Newbury’, Birdham Road, Chichester, Sussex. 
Prof. H. O. Corfiato, R. C. White-Cooper, 
D. du R. Aberdeen. 


Foster: Howard Grant (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.), Holland House, 34 Highfield 
Hill, S.E.19. R. F. Jordan and the President 
and Hon. Secretary of the Architectural Associ- 
ation under Bye-law 3 (4). 


Franklin: Harry, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) (Leeds 
Sch. of Arch.), 87 Leeds Road, Tadcaster, 
Yorks. W. A. Eden, D. A. Fowler, F. Chippin- 
dale. 


Fraser: Ian, A.A.Dipl. (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.), 71 London Road, Stanmore, 
Middlesex. T. H. Birks, M. de Metz, M. L. 
Winslade. 


Fraser: Simon Barron, M.A. (Cantab.) (Arch. 
Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), Ardlui, Seal 
Hollow Road, Sevenoaks, Kent. Arthur Korn, 
Raglan Squire, J. Macgregor. 


Frost: John Percy William, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), 281 Blackpool 
Street, Burton-upon-Trent, Staffs. A. Douglas 
Jones, T. M. Ashford, A. R. Young. 


Froud: Monty Coe [Final], 13034 Christchurch 
Road, Bournemouth, Hants. G. W. Jackson, 
Philip Hardy, A. E. Geens. 


Gadd: Ronald David [Special Final], 93 Abbotts 
Road, Southall, Middlesex. C. M. Swannell, 
I. B. M. Hamilton, Charles Blythin. 


Gallery: Eric Ernest, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 3 White Hart Cottages, High Road, 
Chadwell Heath. Essex. T. E. Scott, H. Bram- 
hill, P. V. Burnett. 


Gibbons: Dudley Charles, Dip].Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 84 Allenby Road, Southall, 
Middlesex. T. E. Scott, S. F. Burley, D. P. 
Marshall. 


Gillinson: Basil Zeleg, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), Russell Chambers, 
Merrion Street, Leeds, 2. D. A. Fowler, F. L. 
Charlton, W. A. Ledgard. 


Goddard: John Andrew, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), Lower House, Middle Road, 
Harrow, Middlesex. T. E. Scott, H. C. D. 
Whinney, H. A. Hall. 


Goldie: Donald Peter Millican, Dip.Arch. 
(Dunelm) (King’s Coll. (Univ. of Durham), 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne: Sch. of Arch.), 17 Hilda 
Road, Brixton, S.W.9. Prof. W. B. Edwards, 
J. H. Napper, E. E. Somake. 
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Gollancz: (Miss) Benvenuta Francesca (Arch. 
Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), 42 Ladbroke 
Grove, W.11. Arthur Korn and the President 
and Hon. Secretary of the Architectural 
Association under Bye-law 3 (b). 


Gooch: John Clinton, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 27 Village Road, Enfield, Middlesex. 
T. E. Scott, S. F. Burley, H. Bramhill. 


Gordon: Morris James, D.A. (Edin.) (Edin- 
burgh Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 59 Saughton 
Gardens, Edinburgh, 12. J. R. McKay, Leslie 
Grahame-Thomson, A. H. Mottram. 


Gosschalk: Bernard Louis, B.Arch. (C.T.) 
(Passed a qualifying Exam. approved by the 
[.S.A.A.), c/o Standard Bank of South Africa, 
9 Northumberland Avenue, W.C.2. Prof. 
L. W. T. White, O. Pryce Lewis, and applying 
— by the Council under Bye-law 

Goulty: George Arthur (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.), 4 Randolph Gardens, Maida 
Vale, N.W.6. Arthur Korn, George Fair- 
weather, Dr. J. L. Martin. 


Gowings: Peter Reginald Camille [Final], 33 
Sunnymead, Crawley, Sussex. A. C. Townsend, 
R. W. H. Vallis, A. G. S. Fidler. 


Grainger: Robert (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.), The Corner Cottage, Shipton 
Green, Chichester, Sussex. S. H. J. Roth, 
R. F. Jordan, Henry Elder. 


Grasby: James [Special Final], 22 Derby Road, 
Fallowfield, Manchester, 14. A. Douglas Jones, 
L. C. Howitt, Stephen Mann. 


Green: David Beauchamp, Dip.Arch. (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), 89a Folds 
Lane, Beauchief, Sheffield, 8. Prof. Stephen 
Welsh, W. G. Davies, W. L. Clunie. 


Green: Ronald, Dipl.Arch. (L’pool) (Liverpool 
Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool), ‘Belgrave’, 
Meols Drive, West Kirby, Cheshire. Prof. L. B. 
Budden, Leonard Barnish, Prof. R. Gardner- 
Medwin. 

Greenway: Robert Edward, M.A. (Cantab.) 
[Special Final], 60 Orchard Avenue, Parkstone, 
Fo mag H. C. Hughes, Peter Bicknell, James 
Allner. 


Greenwood: William Joseph Herman, Dipl.Arch 
(Leeds) (Leeds Sch. of Arch.), “Ingledene’, 
291 Toller Lane, Heaton, Bradford, Yorks. 
Hubert Bennett, Spencer Silcock, A. W. Glover. 


Guest: John Graham, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.) 12 Cheriton Road, Fulflood, Win- 
chester, Hants. Applying for nomination by 
the Council under Bye-law 3 (d). 


Gwilt: Leonard George (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 95 Edgeley Road, S.W.4. 
Henry Elder and the President and Hon. 
Secretary of the Architectural Association 
under Bye-law 3 (d) 


Hall: Deryck Thomas, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), 23, York Place, Knares- 
borough, Yorkshire. A. N. Thorpe, C. Leck- 
enby, J. S. Syme. 


Hall: Frank, B.Arch. (Dunelm) (King’s Coll. 
(Univ. of Durham), Newcastle-upon-Tyne: 
Sch. of Arch.), 87 Stirling Road, Edgbaston, 
Birmingham, 16. Prof. W. B. Edwards, C. A. 
Harding, J. H. Napper. 


Hall: Noel Bernard John [Final]. 177 Cam- 
bridge Road, Seven Kings, Ilford, Essex. 
D. W. Aldred, C. C. Shaw, Edgar Farrar. 


Ham: Roderick Thomas Mathieson (Arch. 
Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), 2a Essex 
Villas, Kensington, W.8. Henry Elder, H. G. 
Goddard, F. M. Harvey. 


Handford: John Heekes, D.A. (Edin.) din- 
burgh Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 63 South 
Clerk Street, Edinburgh, 8. A. A. Foote, asi] 
Spence, A. H. Mottram. 


Hanson: Harry Geoffrey, Dipl.Arch. (Leds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), 2 Lingfield Close, '-ast- 
bourne, Darlington, Co. Durham. D. A. 
Fowler, N. H. Fowler, W. H. King. 


Harding: Peter James, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 45b Sydney Road, Haywards Heath, 
Sussex. T. E. Scott, H. G. Turner, J. Ho/man. 


Hardy: Sydney, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) (Leeds Sch. 
of Arch.), ‘Moreby’, 13 Hill Road, Church- 
fields, Castleford, Yorks. Hubert Bennett, 
Spencer Silcock, A. W. Glover. 


Harrison: Peter Claxton, A.A.Dipl. (Arch. 
Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), Sessions 
House, Selsey, Sussex. E. B. Tyler, R. F. 
Jordan, Arthur Korn. 


Harvey: Elford William, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), 12 Westbourne 
Road, Handsworth, Birmingham, 21. A. 
Douglas Jones, A. G. S. Fidler, R. G. Morgan. 


Harvey: Frederick Edward [Special Final], 
24 Langham Gardens, Grange Park, N.21. 
E. W. Palmer, L. K. Watson, T. E. Scott. 


Hastings: Barry Charles Chaplin [Final], Flat 2, 
Horton House, Horton, Northants. S. J. 
Wearing, Lieut.-General Sir John Brown, C. J. 
Tomkins. 


Heath: Adrian, A.A.Dipl. (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 15 Kent Terrace, N.W.1. 
R. F. Jordan, Arthur Korn, W. J. Durnford. 


Herz: Rudolf [Special Final], 95 Ashbourne 
Road, Mitcham, Surrey. Arthur Korn, E. M. 
Rice, Paul Nightingale. 


Hicks: Frederick Anthony Peter [Final], “The 
Gables’, Pentland Place, Porchester, Fareham, 
Hants. A. C. Townsend, W. A. Rutter, V. G. 
Cogswell. 


Hill: Derek Brian [Final], 203 Clarendon Road, 
Whalley Range, Manchester, 16. L. C. Howitt, 
Edgar Sutcliffe, F. L. Halliday. 


Hill: George Wharton, Dip.Arch. (Manchester) 
(Victoria Univ., Manchester: Sch. of Arch.), 
County Architect’s Department, County Hall, 
Chelmsford, Essex. Prof. R. A. Cordingley, 
Harold Conolly, Denis Senior. 


Hipkin: Hubert Raymond, Dip.Arch. (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), ‘The 
Limes’, Stickford, Boston, Lincs. Prof. Stephen 
Welsh, H. B. S. Gibbs, H. B. Leighton. 


Hodgson: Desmond Droydon,  Dip.Arch 
(Sheffield) (Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), 
54 Atherton Street, Durham City, Co. Durham 
Prof. Stephen Welsh, F. Willey, G. R. Clayton 


Hogg: George Murray, D.A. (Edin.) (Edin- 
burgh Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 6 Hermand 
Crescent, Edinburgh, 11. J. R. McKay, A. H. 
Mottram, W. I. Thomson. 


Holroyd: Percy Trevor, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), 140 Mayo Avenue, 
Bankfoot, Bradford, Yorks. Hubert Bennett. 
Spencer Silcock, A. W. Glover. 


Holtum: Arthur John, Dipl.Arch. (Northem 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 63 Hastings Road, Maidstone, Kent. 
R. T. Green, S. H. Loweth, T. E. Scott. 


Hope: Alexander, D.A. (Edin.) (Edinburg! 
Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 94 Brook Green. 
Hammersmith, W.6. Applying for nomination 
by the Council under Bye-law 3 (d). 
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Hortea: Noel, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) (Leeds Sch. 
of Arch.), 7 Neville Street, Haxby Road, York. 
A.N. Thorpe, Kenneth Ward, Colin Rowntree. 


Howsrd: Richard John, B.Arch. (L’pool) 
(Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool) 
‘Brandelhow’, Berthes Road, Old Colwyn, 
N. Wales. Prof. L. B. Budden, Prof. R. 
Gardner-Medwin, S. C. Foulkes. 


Howcroft: Thomas Daniels, B.A. (Arch.) 
(Manchester) (Victoria Univ., Manchester: 
§ch. of Arch.), 746 Hyde Road, Manchester, 
18. Prof. R. A. Cordingley, Gerald Sanville, 
J, P. Nunn. 


Howell: John Anthony Edward [Final], 
‘Dormers’, 36 Brittains Lane, Sevenoaks, Kent. 
H. C. D. Whinney, H. A. Hall, R. C. White- 
Cooper. 

Howell: William Gough, D.F.C., M.A. (Arch. 
Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), The Cottage, 
23 Prince Albert Road, N.W.1. Arthur Korn, 
George Fairweather, R. F. Jordan. 


Howells: Percival Lees [Special Final], ‘St. 
Helier’, Almond Close, Godmanchester, Hunt- 
ingdonshire. H. S. Gardiner, T. H. Longstaff, 
A. Lea. 


Hudson: Ralph Millsom, Dip.Arch. (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), 1 Sitwell 
Drive, Moorgate, Rotherham, Yorks. Prof. 
Stephen Welsh, H. B. Leighton, H. B. S. Gibbs. 


Hughes: Elwyn John, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 33 Bramber Road, North Finchley, 
N.12. T. E. Scott, C. H. Aslin, S. F. Burley. 


Hull: Denis Edward [Final], 220 Chigwell Road, 
South Woodford, E.18. Applying for nomina- 
tion by the Council under Bye-law 3 (d). 


Imrie: Maurice Alexander McCairn, D.A. 
(Edin.) (Edinburgh Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 
52 Morningside Road, Edinburgh, 10. J. R. 
McKay, Frank Wood, Sir Frank Mears. 


Ingham: Graham Francis, D.A. (Edin.) (Edin- 
burgh Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 2 Long- 
stone Avenue, Edinburgh, 11. E. Riss, Prof. R. 
Gardner-Medwin, Donald Jack. 


Jackson: Charles William [Special Final], 
‘Dormey House’, Upton Towers, Slough, 
Bucks. T. E. Scott, N. L. Reece, L. T. Moore. 


Jacques: (Miss) Mary Ragna Shaw, M.C.D., 
B.Arch. (L’pool) (Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: 
Univ. of Liverpool), 11 Percy Street, Liver- 
pool, 8. B. A. Miller, Prof. R. Gardner-Medwin, 
Prof. Gordon Stephenson. 


Jameison: David Lovell Eric [Special Final], 
22 Westhall Gardens, Bruntsfield, Edinburgh, 
10.E. M. Rice, J. K. Hicks, J. Holt. 


Jamieson: Archibald Thomas, D.A. (Edin.) 
(Edinburgh Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), Albert 
Hotel, Kirkwall, Orkney. T. F. Maclennan, 
Leslie Grahame-Thomson, W. H. Kininmonth. 


Jedwab: Abraham Jakob [Final], 30 Dukes 
Avenue, W.4. Thomas Ritchie, W. Marmorek, 
and applying for nomination by the Council 
under Bye-law 3 (d). 


Jeffree: John Peter (Northern Poly. (London): 
Dept. of Arch.), 16 Norfolk Avenue, Sander- 
stead, South Croydon, Surrey. T. E. Scott, 
L.§. Sullivan, A. M. Chitty. 


Jeffries : Alexander Henry,  Dipl.Arch. 
Northern Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (Lon- 
don): Dept. of Arch.), 22 Waterden Road, 
Guildford, Surrey. T. E. Scott, H. Bramhill, 
F.T. Orman. 


Jenison: Brian Richard, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
Leeds Sch. of Arch.), Kirkwood, 44 Bradford 
Road, Tranmere Park, Guiseley, nr. Leeds. 


Senjamin Chippindale, N. R. Paxton, Colonel 
H. W. Barker. 


NOVEMRER 1952 


Jones: Arthur Collin Camber (Arch. Assoc. 
(London): Sch. of Arch.), 78 Regents Park 
Road, N.W.1. Henry Elder, and the President 
and Hon. Secretary of the Architectural 
Association under Bye-law 3 (0). 

Jones: David Anthony Lewis (Arch. Assoc. 
(London): Sch. of Arch.), 48 Eaton Terrace, 
S.W.1. John Hughes, and the President and 
Hon. Secretary of the Architectural Association 
under Bye-law 3 (4). 

Jones: Donald Harding, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), 86 Midland Road, 
Royston, Barnsley, Yorks. Hubert Bennett, 
Spencer Silcock, A. W. Glover. 

Jones: Kenneth Gordon [Final], 52 Brampton 
Road, Croydon, Surrey. J. S. Walkden, C. D. 
Andrews, S. A. Farmer. 

Jones: Kenneth Parry, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), *‘Bexlyn’, Linden Road, 
Northallerton, Yorks. D. A. Fowler, J. S. 
Syme, C. Leckenby. 

Judd: George William [LZ] [Special Final], 
Somerset House, Reading, Berks. John Greaves; 
T. T. Cumming, the late F. E. B. Ravenscroft. 


Kaukas: Aloysius Bernard,  Dipl.Arch. 
(Northern Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (Lon- 
don): Dept. of Arch.), 18a Abbey Orchard 
Street, Westminster, §.W.1. T. E. Scott, H. 
Bramhill, S. F. Burley. 

Keable: Julian Martin (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.), 8 Little Youngs, Welwyn 
Garden City, Herts. Arthur Korn, R. F. 
Jordan, Howard Robertson. 


Keighley: John Kirkby, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), 5 Hambleton Avenue, 
Osbaldwick Lane, York. C. Leckenby, J. S. 
Syme, Colin Rowntree. 

Kennaway: (Miss) Mavis Ann, D.A. (Edin.) 
(Edinburgh Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 
Keithock, Brechin, Angus. J. R. McKay, 
Leslie Grahame-Thomson, Basil Spence. 
Kent: John Latham, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) (Birm- 
ingham Sch. of Arch.), ‘Grey Friars’, Tudor 
Hill, Sutton Coldfield. J. B. Surman, T. M. 
Ashford, A. Douglas Jones. 


Kenyon: John, Dip.Arch. (Manchester) (Vic- 
toria Univ., Manchester: Sch. of Arch.), 37 
Sefton Street, Bury, Lancs. Prof. R. A. 
Cordingley, F. L. Halliday, J. P. Nunn. 


Kershaw: Philip, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) (Leeds 
Sch. of Arch.), 197 Claremont Road, Halifax, 
Yorks. D. A. Fowler, C. Sunderland, N. H. 
Fowler. 

Kimmins: Barry John [Final], 144 Whiteladies 
Road, Bristol, 8. G. D. G. Hake, T. H. B. 
Burrough, Eric Ross. 


King: George Glyndwr, Dip.Arch. (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), 19 Grange 
Crescent Road, Sheffield, 11. Prof. Stephen 
Welsh, W. G. Davies, W. L. Clunie. 


Kirkwood: Alexander Garland, Dip.C.D., Dipl. 
Arch. (L’pool) (Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. 
of Liverpool), 10 Abbotts Close, Mossley Hill, 
Liverpool, 18. Prof. R. Gardner-Medwin, Prof. 
Gordon Stephenson, Prof. L. B. Budden. 


Knight: Terence Leslie (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.), c/o Architectural Association, 
34-36 Bedford Square, W.C.1. Arthur Korn, 
Henry Elder, R. F. Jordan. 


Knowles: Derrick, B.A. (Arch.) (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), ‘Ken- 
drick’, St. George’s Crescent, Rhyl, Flintshire. 
Prof. Stephen Welsh, H. B. S. Gibbs, H. B. 
Leighton. 

Knox: Donald, Dip.C.D., Dipl.Arch. (L’pool) 
(Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool), 
3 Rock Park, Rock Ferry, Birkenhead, 
Cheshire. Prof. L. B. Budden, Prof. Gordon 
Stephenson, B. A. Miller. 


Laing: (Miss) Jean Walbaum, D.A. (Edin.) 
(Edinburgh Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), The 
Manse, Colinton, Edinburgh, 13. David Carr, 
Basil Spence, W. I. Thomson. 


Langley: Kenneth Edward, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), Flat 8, 10 Walmley 
Close, Walmley Road, Walmley, Sutton Cold- 
field. A. Douglas Jones, A. G. S. Fidler, R. G. 
Morgan. 

Lavington: Gordon (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.), 29 Palace Road, East Molesey, 
Surrey. Henry Elder, Arthur Korn, H. Colbeck. 


Lawrence: Brian Hayes, Dipl.Arch. (L’pool) 
(Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool), 
6 Eliot Vale, Blackheath, S.E.3. Prof. L. B. 
Budden, Prof. R. Gardner-Medwin, Prof. 
Gordon Stephenson. 


Laws: Leonard John, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 17 West Side, S.W.4. T. E. Scott, 
V. O. Rees, Frankland Dark. 


Lawson: Kenneth Easting [Final], 32 Highgate, 
Beverley, E. Yorks. J. Konrad, G. D. Harbron, 
L. A. Reynolds. 


Leask: James Walter White, A.A.Dipl. (Arch. 
Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), 43a Scarsdale 
Villas, W.8. R. B. Craze, Henry Elder, H. G. 
Goddard. 


Leckenby: David Anthony, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), Fairmount Lodge Flats, 
232 Tadcaster Road, York. C. Leckenby, 
J. S. Syme, Colin Rowntree. 


Lee: Maurice William, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), Architect’s and 
Building Branch, Ministry of Education, 
Curzon Street, W.1. C. G. Kemp, W. V. Trub- 
shawe, Max Lock. 


Leigh: (Miss) Daphne Rose (Arch. Assoc. 
(London): Sch. of Arch.), 105 Oakley Street, 
S.W.3. Bryan Westwood, Miss J. E. Townsend, 
A. Beasley. 


Leigh: Raymond Hugh, A.A.Dipl. (Arch. 
Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.). 16 Crescent 
Grove, S.W.4. Henry Elder, Arthur Korn, 
H. G. Goddard. 


Le Mare: Procter Stanway, Dipl.Arch. (L’pool) 
(Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool), 
11 Campden Hill Road, Kensington, W.8. 
Prof. L. B. Budden, Prof. R. Gardner-Medwin, 
B. A. Miller. 


Ley: Frank [Special Final], 4 Derwent Avenue, 
East Barnet, Herts. T. E. Scott, S. F. Burley, 
Frank Risdon. 


Lincoln: John (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
of Arch.), 51 Fellows Road, N.W.3. R 
Jordan, Alister MacDonald, G. C. Wilson. 


Litchfield: Maurice John, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 5a Greys Road, Henley-on-Thames, 
Oxon. T.. E. Scott, E. D. N. Bomer, E. D, 
Griffiths. 


Lodge: Godfrey Dodgson, Dip].Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 188b Halfway Street, Sidcup, Kent. 
T. E. Scott, S. E. Burley, H. Bramhill. 


Long: George James Fortescue, Dip.Arch. 
(Nottm.) (Nottingham Sch. of Arch.), Hose, 
nr. Melton Mowbray, Leicestershire. C. F. W. 
Haseldine, Cecil Howitt, R. W. Cooper. 


Macalpine: John Wyndham, M.C., A.A.Dipl. 
(Arch. Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), 49 
Brompton Square, S.W.3. H. G. Goddard, 
Allan Johnson, N. S. Morris. 


McAteer: Hugo, D.A. (Glas.) (Glasgow Sch. 
of Arch.), 31 Hillside Street. Edinburgh, 7. 
Prof. W. J. Smith, Egon Riss, Basil Spence. 


Sch. 
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McGhee: Brian John, B.A. (Arch.) (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), 63 Rich- 
mond Park Avenue, Bournemouth, Hants. 
Prof. Stephen Welsh, H. B. S. Gibbs, H. B. 
Leighton. 


Mackay: (Miss) Sheila Margaret, B.Arch. 
(L’pool) (Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of 
Liverpool), Courtauld House, Byng Place, 
W.C.1. Prof. L. B. Budden, B. A. Miller, 
Prof. R. Gardner-Medwin. 


MacMichael: Michael Thomas David, D.A. 
(Edin.) (Edinburgh Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 
c/o H. K. Paterson, Esq., 18 Balfour Street, 
Alloa, Clackmannanshire. J. A. Coia, Basil 
Spence, A. G. Henderson. 


MeMillan: Brian James, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 216 Goldcroft, Yeovil, Somerset. 
T. E. Scott, H. Bramhill, W. R. Cooper. 


Mann: William George [Final], 34 Birchfield 
Road, Coundon, Coventry. W. S. Hattrell, 
R. Hellberg, A. H. Gardner. 


Mansfield: John Geoffrey, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), Melbourne, 
Gorsey Lane, Wythall, Worcestershire. R. G. 
Cox, E. L. Gale, A. Douglas Jones. 


Marles: Erik Frank (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.). 10 Harecourt Road, Canon- 
bury, N.I. Henry Elder and the President and 
Hon. Secretary of the Architectural Association 
under Bye-law 3 (5). 


Marsh: Walter [L] [Special Final], Edenhurst, 
Western Road, Abergavenny. P. G. Budgen, 
George Davies, C. F. Bates. 


Medd: (Miss) Felicity Anne Jocelyn, A.A.Dipl. 
(Arch. Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), 
Curfew House, Chertsey, Surrey. G. A. 
Jellicoe, H. A. N. Medd, R. F. Jordan. 


Meehan: Brian David James, B.Arch. (L’pool) 
(Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool), 
61 Croxteth Road, Liverpool, 8. A. G. Bullen, 
F. J. M. Ormrod, Prof. Gordon Stephenson. 


Mennim: Alexander Michael, Dipl.Arch. 
(Leeds) (Leeds Sch. of Arch.), 52 Grosvenor 
Road, Muswell Hill, N.10. W. A. Eden, 
Sir Thomas Bennett, M. L. Winslade. 


Meredith: Roger Ashman (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 29 Palace Road, East 
Molesey, Surrey. Henry Elder, Arthur Korn, 
W. L. Clarke. 


Merer: Stanley Peter Charles, Dipl.Arch. 
(Northern Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (Lon- 
don): Dept. of Arch.), ‘Southfield’, Butlers 
Cross, nr. Aylesbury, Bucks. T. E. Scott, and 
applying for nomination by the Council under 
Bye-law 3 (d). 

Metcalfe: Harold Arthur, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), ‘Durban’, The Crescent, 
Menston, Leeds. Hubert Bennett, Spencer 
Silcock, A. W. Glover. 


Midgley: John Lee, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) (Leeds 
Sch. of Arch.), 14 Heathfield Terrace, Cottage 
Road, Headingley. Leeds, 6. Hubert Bennett, 
Spencer Silcock, A. W. Glover. 


Minter: Beaumont Ernest, M.C.D., B.Arch. 
(L’pool) (Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of 
Liverpool), 42 Huskisson Street, Liverpool, 8. 
Prof. L. B. Budden, Prof. Gordon Stephenson, 
B. A. Miller. 

Mitchell: James Hewitt [Special Final], 15 
Corbet Road, Ewell, Surrey. John Holman, 
H. F. Hoar, Denis Clarke Hall. 


Molesworth: Stephen Lindsay (Arch. Assoc. 
(London): Sch. of Arch.), 7 Walpole Gardens, 
W.4. Laurence King, Henry Elder, Arthur 
Korn. 
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Moore: Anthony John Macpherson (Arch. 
Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), 39 Redcliffe 
Road, S.W.10. Henry Elder, Bryan Westwood, 
J. E. K. Harrison. 


Moore: William Derek, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), Castle Hill Farm, Tad- 
caster, Yorks. D. A. Fowler, J. S. Syme, C. 
Leckenby. 


Morgan: Phillip Hughes, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), ‘Bryn-Hir’, 62 Avenue Road, High- 
gate, N.6. T. E. Scott, M. de Metz, T. H. Birks. 


Morrison: Walter Lawson, Dipl.Arch. 
(Northern Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (Lon- 
don): Dept. of Arch.), 8 Ulva Road, Putney, 
S.W.15. William Mollison, S. F. Burley, H. 
Bramhill. 


Morton: Kenneth William, Dipl.Arch. 
(Northern Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (Lon- 
don): Dept. of Arch.), 33 Rothsay Road, 
Forest Gate, E.7. H. V. Kerr, A. G. Mac- 
Donald, G. C. Wilson. 


Moss: Michael Frederick Harper [Final], 
‘Avoca’, Huntingdon Drive, The Park, Nott- 
ingham. John Woollatt, T. N. Cartwright, 
C. F. W. Haseldine 


Murray: Anthony William, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), 502 Sutton Road, 
Walsall, Staffs. A. Douglas Jones, T. M. 
Ashford, G. A. G. Miller. 


Naddermier: Oscar Edward, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), 7 Orwell Road, 
Walsall, Staffs. A. Douglas Jones, T. M. 
Ashford, Herbert Jackson. 


Naylor: John, Dip.Arch. (Cardiff) (Welsh Sch. 
of Arch.: The Tech. Coll., Cardiff), 7 Kingsland 
Road, Canton, Cardiff. Lewis John, C. F. 
Jones, Dr. T. A. Lloyd. 


Neill: Cecil Stewart, D.A. (Edin.) (Edinburgh 
Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 34 Colinton Mains 
Green, Edinburgh, 13. J. R. McKay, A. H. 
Mottram, A. C. S. Auld. 


New: Anthony Sherwood Brooks (Northern 
Poly. (London): Dept. of Arch.), 24 Somerset 
Road, New Barnet, Herts. T. E. Scott, John 
Dovaston, Robert Cromie. 


Nicholson: David Barwis (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 7 Victoria Gardens, W.11. 
Henry Elder, H. G. Goddard Arthur Korn. 


Nicholson: (Mrs.) Shirley Catharine (Arch. 
Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), 7 Victoria 
Gardens, W.11. Henry Elder, H. G. Goddard, 
Arthur Korn. 


Nops: Colin Edgar Irving (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 58 The Green, Falcon- 
wood, Welling, Kent. Henry Elder, R. F. 
Jordan, Arthur Korn. 


Oates: Charles Herbert Colin (Arch. Assoc. 
(London): Sch. of Arch ), 17 Sevington Road, 
Hendon, N.W.4. A. C. Tripe, Henry Elder, 
R. F. Jordan. 


Ottewill: Robert David, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 34 Hurstwood Road, N.W.11. T. E. 
Scott, Prof. A. E. Richardson, E. A. S. Houfe. 
Pack: William Charles [Final], 22 Clarendon 
Road, Holland Park, W.11. F. R. S. Yorke, 
F. W. B. Yorke, Eugene Rosenberg. 

Pain: Colin Anthony Kirby (Arch. Assoc. 
(London): Sch. of Arch.), ‘Camden’, 46 
Station Road, Orpington, Kent. Henry Elder, 
Arthur Korn, H. G. Goddard. 


Palmer-Renton: Leslie Victor Lorraine [Final], 
3 Miles Road, Clifton, Bristol, 8. G. D. G. 
Hake, T. H. B. Burrough, E. H. Button. 


Parkinson: Jeffrey, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) (‘eed 
Sch. of Arch.), Arcade Chamber, Queen Sireet, 
Morley, nr. Leeds. Hubert Bennett, Spencer 
Silcock, A. W. Glover. 
Parry: Gilbert Henry [Special Final], ‘Luclow. 
122a Caristleton Road, Cnester. Niel Martin. 
Kaye, F. H. Brown, P. H. Lawson. 


Parsons: John Damien (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.), 9 Percival Avenue, Belsize 
Park, N.W.3. R. F. Jordan, Arthur Korn, 
Henry Elder. 


Pearce: Edward Alan, Dip.Arch. (Cardiff) 
(Welsh Sch. of Arch.: Tne Tech. C oll., Cardiff), 
79 Allensbank Road, Cathays, Cardiff. Lewis 
John, Dr. T. A. Lloyd, C. F. Jones. 


Peters: John, D.A. (Edin.) (Edinburgh Coll, 
of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 40 Maria Street, Kirk. 
caldy, Fife. J. Holt, W. I. Thomson, Leslie 
Grahame-Thomson. 
Pettit: Claude Francis [Special Final], 7c Alex. 
andra Road, Kingston-upon-Thames, Surrey, 
N. D. Quick, Eric Lyons, E. A. W. Lxer. 


Phillips) John Michael, Dipl.Arch. (U.C.L,) 
(Bartlett Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of London), Holy 
Trinity Vicarage, Tewkesbury, Glos. Prof. 
H. O. Corfiato, R. C. White-Cooper, D. du R. 
Aberdeen. 

Pickerell: Peter, Dip.Arch. (Sheffield) (Uniy, 
of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), 27 Foljambe 
Road, Brimington, Chesterfield, Derbyshire, 
Prof. Stephen Welsh, H. B. S. Gibbs, H. B. 
Leighton. 

Pike: Morris William [Special Final], 3 Vines 
Cottages, Langney, Eastbourne, Sussex. Alwyn 
Underdown, F. C. Benz, C. H. Murray. 


Platt: Martin (Arch. Assoc. (London): Sch. of 
Arch.), Flat 2, Lyndhurst, Willow Grove, 
Caislehurst, Kent. G. H. N. Inman, Arthur 
Korn, Leslie Chackett. 


Plincke: John Richard (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.), Beckhythe, 3 Rose Walk, 
Purley, Surrey. Henry Elder, R. F. Jordan, 
A. W. Kenyon. 


Pogson: Charles Edward, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), ‘Dalkeith’, Sandy Walk, 
Bramhope, nr. Leeds. Hubert Bennett, Spencer 
Silcock, A. W. Glover. 


Powls: Harry [Final], 26 Collingwood Avenue, 
York. C. W. C. Needham, Kenneth Ward, 
C. R. Thorp. 

Prangnell: Peter Neville (Arch. Assoc. (Lon: 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 83 Loose Road, Maid: 
stone, Kent. R. F. Jordan, and the President 
and Hon. Secretary of the Architectural 
Association under Bye-law 3 (5). 


Priestman: Arthur Martin, B.Arch. (L’podl) 
(Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool), 
23 Elmwood, Welwyn Garden City, Herts. 
C. G. Kemp, William Crabtree, C. W. Fox. 


Prince: Beniamin, M.C.D., B.Arch. (L’pool) 
(Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool) 
Staffordshire County Council, County Planning 
Dept., 41a Eastgate Street, Stafford. Prol. 
Gordon Stephenson, B. A. Miller, Prof. L. 
Budden. 


Radcliffe: Anthony John, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), 18 Calverley Avenue, 
Bramley, Leeds. Hubert Bennett, Spence! 
Silcock, A. W. Glover. 

Rayner: Robert Michael (Arch. Assoc. (Lot 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 7 Holmesdale Road, 
Sevenoaks, Kent. R. F. Jordan, A. G. Mac 
Donald, G. C. Wilson. 

Reed: (Miss) Margaret Joan, M.C.D., B.Atch. 
(L*pool) (Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. 0 
Liverpool), 11 Mentmore Road, Moss!icy Hill 
Liverpool, 18. B. A. Miller, Prof. R. Gardner 
Medwin, Prof. Gordon Stephenson. 
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Rees: Philip Dillwyn, B.A. (Arch.) (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), ‘Ewenny’, 
Hampton Lane, Weeke, Winchester, Hants. 
Prof. Stephen Welsh, H. B. S. Gibbs, H. B. 
Leighton. 

Reid: Herbert William Moggach, Dip.Arch. 
(Abdn.) (Aberdeen Sch. of Arch.: Robert 
Gordon’s Tech. Coll.), 80 Ashley Road, Aber- 
deen. E. F. Davies, J. A. O. Allan, J. A. Allan. 


Renner: Nigel Alexander, B.Arch. (L’pool) 
(Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool), 
39 Gorsefield Road, Prenton, Birkenhead, 
Cheshire. T. A. Brittain, Prof. R. Gardner- 
Medwin, Prof. Gordon Stephenson. 


Richards: Joseph Alan, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), 21 Whites Drive, 
Sedgley, mr. Dudley, Worcestershire. A. 
Douglas Jones, T. M. Ashford, G. A. G. Miller. 


Richards: (Miss) Pauline, Dip.Arch. (Dunelm) 
(King’s Coll. (Univ. of Durham), Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne: Sch. of Arch.), 97 Hornsey Lane, 
Highgate, N.6. T. E. Scott, S. F. Burley, H. 
Bramhill. 

Ritter: Paul, M.C.D., B.Arch. (L’pool) (Liver- 
pool Sch. of Arch.), Alston, Alexandra Park, 
Nottingham. Prof. L. B. Budden, Prof. Gordon 
Stephenson, Prof. R. Gardner-Medwin. 
Robinson: Kenneth Hugh, G.M. [Special Final], 
118 Byron Street, Daybrook, Notts. Fred 
Marsden, A. E. Eberlin, L. Darbyshire. 
Roebuck: John, A.A.Dipl. (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 48 Eaton Terrace, S.W.1. 
Arthur Korn, W. J. Durnford, K. L. Sharpe. 


Roffey: Alan Alfred, Dip.Arch. (Nottm.) 
(Nottingham Sch. of Arch.), 19 The Avenue, 
Loughton, Essex. D. W. Aldred, T. E. North, 
G. H. Fielder. 

Rosillo: Dennis Newton, Dip.Arch. (Nottm.) 
(Nottingham Sch. of Arch.), New Road, 
Oxton, nr. Newark, Notts. F. A. Broadhead, 
C. H. Calvert, L. Darbyshire. 

Russell: John, B.A. (Arch.) (Sheffield) (Univ. 
of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), 113 Button Hill, 
Ecclesall, Sheffield, 11. Prof. Stephen Welsh, 
H. B. Leighton, H. B. S. Gibbs. 


Rutter: John Brian, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) (Leeds 
Sch. of Arch.), 24 Bowood Crescent, Leeds, 7. 
D. A. Fowler, H. Jackman, C. Medley. 
Ryland: George Peter (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.), 67 Upper Richmond Road, 
Putney, S.W.15. Lieut.-Col. Eric Cole, Lieut.- 
Col. G. H. Ryland, A. R. Borrett. 


Sainsbury : Colin Peter (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.), Roundway, Sheerwater Avenue, 
West Byfleet, Surrey. Elie Mayorcas, Arthur 
Korn, C. L. Gill. 

Samuel: Ian Marshall Torrence, D.A. (Edin.) 
(Edinburgh Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), Camp 
View, Newtongrange, Midlothian, Scotland. 
Sir Frank Mears, A. H. Mottram, J. R. McKay. 


Sargeant: Frederick Anthony, Dipl.Arch. 
(Northern Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (Lon- 
don): Dept. of Arch.), Barclays Bank House, 
Bracknell, Berks. T. E. Scott, Lieut.-Col. W. E. 
Cross, Sir Lancelot Keay. 

Saundery: Dennis Ernest, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 16 Bardolph Road, N.7. Bertram 
Carter, T. E. Scott, S. F. Burley. 


Savage: Peter Douglas, M.C.D., B.Arch. 
(L’pool) (Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of 
Liverpool), 9 Green Heys Road, Liverpool, 8. 
Prof. L. B. Budden, Prof. Gordon Stephenson, 
A. G. Bullen. 

Scott: David Norman, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), 3 Weoley Court, 
Gibbins Road, Selly Oak, Birmingham, 29. 
; is Cooper, A. Douglas Jones, Herbert 
ackson 
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Scully: Gavin Edward, A.A.Dipl. (Arch. Assoc. 
(London): Sch. of Arch.), ‘Little Haven’, 77 
Hare Lane. Claygate, Surrey. R. F. Jordan, 
Arthur Korn, Henry Elder. 


Sewell: Charles Derek, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), ‘Montrose Lea’, Out- 
wood Lane, Horsforth, Leeds. N. H. Fowler, 
Noel Pyman, W. A. Ledgard. 


Sharp: Archibald Alan Stuart (Arch. Assoc. 
(London): Sch. of Arch.), “Cumbrae’, Trefusis 
Walk, Watford, Herts. E. T. Dowling, Thomas 
Brown, Arthur Korn. 


Sharp: Lionel Charles, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), ‘The Elms’, 14 Bickley Park Road, 
Bickley, Kent. T. E. Scott, F. Q. Farmer, 
Frankland Dark. 


Shawcross: (Miss) Elizabeth Vere (Arch. Assoc. 
(London): Sch. of Arch.), 49 Cadogan Street, 
S.W.3. Arthur Korn, R. E. Enthoven, G. A. 
Jellicoe. 


Sherlock: Thomas Harley (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), Old Saw Mill, Sander- 
stead Village, Surrey. Henry Elder, George 
Fairweather, Basil Hughes. 


Short: Anthony John (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.), 50 Harbour Hill Road, 
Poole, Dorset. Arthur Korn and the President 
and Hon. Secretary of the Architectural 
Association under Bye-law 3 (6). 


Simpson: Alan Noble, D.A. (Edin.) (Edinburgh 
Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 8 Montpelier, 
Edinburgh, 10. Prof. R. Gardner-Medwin, 
J. R. McKee, W. E. Hollins. 


Simpson: William Harry, Dip.Arch. (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), ‘Bunwell’, 
Writtle Road, Chelmsford, Essex. Prof. Stephen 
Welsh, Harold Conolly, Denis Senior. 


Slater: Dennis Clark, Dip.Arch. (Dunelm) 
(King’s Coll. (Univ. of Durham), Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne: Sch. of Arch.), 6 Hurstwood Road, 
Sunderland, Co. Durham. Prof. W. B. Ed- 
wards, Prof. J. S. Allen, J. H. Napper. 


Smith: Alexander John, Dip.Arch. (Abdn.) 
(Aberdeen Sch. of Arch.: Robert Gordon’s 
Tech. Coll.), 60 Stanley Street, Aberdeen. 
E. F. Davies, G. A. Mitchell, A. B. Gardner. 


Smith: Donald Button, Dip.Arch. (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), 27 Grey- 
stones Hall Road, Sheffield, 11. Prof. Stephen 
Welsh, H. B. Leighton, H. B. S. Gibbs. 


Smith: Frederick Charles, Dipl.Arch. (Oxford) 
(Sch. of Tech. Art & Commerce, Oxford: Sch. 
of Arch.), ‘The Nook’, Widmer End Road, 
Hazlemere, Bucks. E. A. L. Martyn, H. J. 
Stribling, R. G. Brocklehurst. 


Smith: George Brian, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), 24 Rowlands 
Road, South Yardley, Birmingham, 26. R. G. 
Morgan, A. G. S. Fidler, D. H. Davies. 


Smyth: Robert James, D.A. (Edin.) (Edinburgh 
Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), Killane, Limavady, 
Co». Derry, N. Ireland. J. R. McKay, A. H. 
Mottram, Leslie Grahame-Thomson. 


Sneesby: Geoffrey Bertram, B.A. (Arch.) 
(Sheffield) (Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), 
Twentypence Road, Wilburton, Ely, Cambs. 
Prof. Stephen Welsh, W. G. Davies, W. L. 
Clunie. 

Snowden: John Hartley [Special Final], ‘Fair- 
haven’, Heath Road, Upton-by-Chester, 
Chester. E. M. Parkes, F. H. Brown, J. M. 
Jenkinson. 


Spence: John Edwin, M.A. (Cantab.) [Final], 
24, Gunter Grove, Chelsea, S.W.10. J. M. 
Easton, Howard Robertson, F. L. Preston 


Sproul: Norman Ian, D.A. (Edin.) (Edinburgh 
Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), | Belgrave Crescent 
Lane, Edinburgh, 4. Leslie Grahame-Thomson, 
J. R. McKay, A. H. Mottram. 


Stansfield: Derek John, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), ‘Parfield’, 255 
Wolverhampton Road, Warley, Oldbury, 
Birmingham. A. Douglas Jones, T. M. Ashford, 
A. C. H. Stillman. 


Steane: Robert Anthony George, A.A.Dipl. 
(Arch. Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), 64 
Ennismore Gardens, S.W.7. R. F. Jordan, 
Alister MacDonald, G. C. Wilson. 


Stoddart: Robert Stewart, D.A. (Edin.), 
Dip.T.P. (Lond.) (Edinburgh Coll. of Art: 
Sch. of Arch.), 3 Pine Walk, Carshalton 
Beeches, Surrey. Applying for nomination by 
the Council under Bye-law 3 (d). 


Stone: John Cecil, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) (Leeds 
Sch. of Arch.), 28 Belle Vue Street, Heslington 
Road, York. D. W. Dickenson, W. A. Banks, 
A. N. Thorpe. 


Storr: George, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) (Leeds Sch. 
of Arch.), 16 Calverley Garth, Bramley, Leeds. 
Hubert Bennett, Spencer Silcock, A. W. Glover. 


Streets: Leslie, Dip.Arch. (Dunelm) (King’s 
Coll. (Univ. of Durham), Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne: Sch. of Arch.), 7 Belford Terrace, 
Sunderland, Co. Durham. Prof. W. B. Ed- 
wards, G. T. Brown, J. H. Napper. 


Strickland: Robert Frederick Price (Arch. 
Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), 27 Roland 
Way, S.W.7. Henry Elder, Arthur Korn, 
R. W. H. Jones. 


Sunderland: Goldyn, D.A. (Edin.) (Edinburgh 
Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 37 Queensferry 
Street, Edinburgh, 2. Leslie Grahame-Thomson 
W. I. Thomson, J. R. McKay. 


Sutcliffe: David Norman, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), ‘Damaris’, Priory Drive. Nettle- 
stone, nr. Ryde, 1.0.W. T. E. Scott, E. E. 
Somake, P. V. Mauger. 


Talbot: Edward Robert [Special Final], ‘Fair- 
haven’, Heath Road, Upton-by-Chester, 
Chester. E. M. Parkes, F. H. Brown, and 
applying for nomination by the Council under 
Bye-law 3 (d). 


Taylor: John Peter (Arch. Assoc. (London): 
Sch. of Arch.), 22 Dennington Park Road, 
N.W.6. F. J. Taylor, E. U. Caannon, H. J. 
Hammick. 


Taylor: Thomas Wilson, Dip.Arch. (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), Lochiel 
Cottage, Sutton-cum-Lound, Retford, Notts. 
Prof. Stephen Welsh, H. B. Leighton, H. B. S. 
Gibbs. 

Teasdale: John Christopher, Dip.Arch. (Birm.) 
(Birmingham Sch. of Arch.), 18 The Crescent, 
Walton, nr. Stafford. A. Douglas Jones, T. M. 
Ashford, A. C. H. Stillman. 


Tennant: Robert, B.Sc. (Arch.) (Glas.) (Glasgow 
Sch. of Arch.), 61 Northumberland Street, 
Edinburgh, 3. Prof. W. J. Smith, J. R. McKay, 
W. H. Kininmonth. 


Thomas: Cedric Scott, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), | Kinloss Court, North Circular 
Road, Finchley, N.3. T. E. Scott, Brian 
Sutcliffe, E. R. Taylor. 


Thomas: Godfrey Max, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), Ministry of Works, 
Government Buildings, Lawnswood, Leeds, 6. 
G. H. Foggitt, N. R. Paxton, and applying 
for nomination by the Council under Bye-law 
3 (d). 
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Thomlinson: Peter [Final], 94 Eldon Street, 
York. C. W. C. Needham, C. R. Thorp, A. N. 
Thorpe. 


Thompson: Gordon Henry Frederick [Final], 
‘Regmiri’, Findon Road, Worthing, Sussex. 
D. H. McMorran, Horace Farquharson, L. M. 
Gotch. 


Thomson: Alexander Bolton, B.A. (Arch.) 
(Sheffield) (Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.), 
Flat No. 2, ‘Tapton Croft’, 19 Tapton House 
Road, Sheffield, 10. Prof. Stephen Welsh, W. G. 
Davies, W. L. Clunie. 


Tomkinson: Donald Herbert, M.C.D., B.Arch. 
(L’pool) (Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of 
Liverpool), c/o The Planning Dept., College of 
Arts and Crafts, Waverley Street, Nottingham. 
Prof. Gordon Stephenson, Prof. R. Gardner- 
Medwin, J. A. Haddy. 


Tucker: Charles, Dipl.Arch. (Northern Poly- 
technic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. of 
Arch.), 26 Bodley Road, New Malden, Surrey. 
T. E. Scott, Frankland Dark, F. Sutcliffe. 


Turner: James Allan, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 79 Dylways, Denmark Hill, S.E.5. 
V. O. Rees, S. F. Burley, H. Bramhill. 


Tweedie: Ian William, D.A. (Edin.) (Edinburgh 
Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), 127 Beaufort 
Street, Chelsea, §.W.3. J. R. McKay, A. H. 
Mottram, Sir Frank Mears. 


Unwin: George Richard, M.C., B.Arch. (L’ pool) 
(Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool), 
c/o Messrs. Gunton and Gunton, 48 Castle 
Street, Liverpool. Prof. L. B. Budden, E. N. 
Clifton, H. W. Gunton. 


Vallis: Philip Harvey Mather (Northern Poly. 
(London); Dept. of Arch.), 52 Thurlow Park 
Road, West Dulwich, S.E.21. T. E. Scott, 
S. F. Burley, C. E. Culpin. 


Walker: Wilfred Alan Tetley, B.Arch. (C.T.) 
(Passed a qualifying Exam. approved by the 
I.S.A.A.), c/o Christ’s College, Cambridge. 
O. Pryce Lewis, and applying for nomination 
by the Council under Bye-law 3 (d). 


Wall: Trevor Norman, Dip!.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), The Woodlands, Holmbrook Drive, 
N.W.4. T. E. Scott, H. Bramhill, S. F. Burley. 


Wallis: Peter, Dipl.Arch. (Northern Poly- 
technic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. of 
Arch.), 7 Path Whorlands, Sidmouth, Devon. 
T. E. Scott, S. F. Burley, H. V. de C. Hague. 


Wardell: George Denis [Final], 22 Sidmouth 
Street, Newland Avenue, Kingston-upon-Hull, 
Yorks. G. D. Harbron, J. Konrad, Edgar 
Farrar. 


Waterhouse: David Barclay, A.A.Dipl. (Arch. 
Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), Staple Inn 
Buildings, High Holborn, W.C.1. Michael 
Waterhouse, Justin Alleyn, Cedric Ripley. 


Waters: David Tennyson, Dip!.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), 47a Leyland Road, Lee, S.E.12. T. E. 
Scott, A. H. Ley, Alan Marlow. 


Watson: John Gleave, M.C.D., B.Arch. (L’pool) 
(Liverpool Sch. of Arch.: Univ. of Liverpool), 
23. Vicarage Road, Ashton-in-Makerfield, 
Lancashire. B. A. Miller, Prof. L. B. Budden, 
Prof. Gordon Stephenson. 


Watters: Allen William, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.), Architect’s Department, County 
Hall, Hertford. T. E. Scott, C. H. Aslin, S. F. 
Burley. 
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Webb: Frederick James (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 10 Woronzow Road, 
N.W.8. Arthur Korn, and the President and 
Hon. Secretary of the Architectural Association 
under Bye-law 3 (bd). 


West: Major Duncan Buller, Dipl.Arch. 
(Oxford) (Sch. of Tech. Art & Commerce, 
Oxford: Sch. of Arch.), 9 Bridge Street, 
Abingdon, Berks. A. B. West, J. R. Tolson, 
E. M. Rice. 


Westaway: Eric Mortimer [Final], 30 Cecil 
Mansions, Marius Road, Balham, S.W.17. 
C. D. Andrews, S. A. Farmer, J. S. Walkden. 


Weston-Lewis: John Vincent Patrick, Dipl.Arch 
(Northern Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (Lon- 
don): Dept. of Arch.), 25 Chalcot Crescent, 
Regents Park, N.W.1. T. E. Scott, David Booth, 
H. Bramhill. 


Whicheloe: Norman Arthur Powell, A.A.DipIl. 
(Arch. Assoc. (London): Sch. of Arch.), 97 
St. Mark’s Road, W.10. R. F. Jordan, Sir 
Hugh Casson, Henry Elder. 


Whitaker: Antony John, B.A. (Arch.) (Sheffield) 
(Univ. of Sheffield: Dept. of Arch.). 15 Brin- 
cliffe Crescent, Sheffield, 11. Prof. Stephen 
Welsh, Robert Cawkwell, H. B. Leighton. 


White: Norman Henry, Dip.Arch. (Dunelm) 
(King’s Coll. (Univ. of Durham), Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne: Sch. of Arch.), 21 Milldene 
Avenue, Tynemouth, Northumberland. Prof. 
W. B. Edwards, Lieut.-Col. A. K. Tasker, 
F. A. Child. 


Whitehead: Edward Farad,  Dipl.Arch. 
(Northern Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (Lon- 
don): Dept. of Arch.), 21 Spencer Hill, 
Wimbledon, S.W.19. Norman Keep, S. F. 
Burley, T. E. Scott. 


Whiteley: Edward, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) (Leeds 
Sch. of Arch.), 143 Watch House Lane; 
Doncaster, Yorks. H. S. Goodhart-Rendel, 
F. G. Broadbent, H. L. Curtis. 


Whitestone: Robert Derek,  Dipl.Arch. 
(Northern Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (Lon- 
don): Dept. of Arch.), 23 Cambridge Mansions, 
S.W.11. T. E. Scott, S. F. Burley, Bertram 
Carter. 


Whittaker: Christopher Roy (Arch. Assoc. 
(London): Sch. of Arch.), 11 Regents Park 
Road, N.W.1. R. F. Jordan, Arthur Korn, 
Henry Elder. 


Wilding: Robert William, D.A. (Glas.) (Glas- 
gow Sch. of Arch.), c/o David Rew, Esq., 
9 Hill Street, Radnor Park, Clydebank, Scot- 
land. A. G. Henderson, G. W. Robertson, 
Prof. W. J. Smith. 


Williams: Kenneth Alfred, Dipl.Arch. (Northern 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept. 
of Arch.) 48 Riverway, Palmers Green, N.13. 
T. E. Scott, S. F. Burley, J. K. Hicks. 


Willoughby: Hugh Nesbitt (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 28 Tabor Court, Cheam, 
Sutton, Surrey. J. Barrington-Baker, C. L. Gill, 
A. R. F. Anderson. 


Wilson: Thomas Ronald, D.A. (Edin.) (Edin- 
burgh Coll. of Art: Sch. of Arch.), Sandy Loan, 
Laurieston, Falkirk, Stirlingshire. A. M. 
McMichael, A. N. Malcolm, E. S. Bell. 


Winter-Baker: Clarence Vivian [Final], 16 
Lester Avenue, Bedhampton, Havant, Hants. 
A. C. Townsend, F. R. Steele, C. W. Wilkins. 


Womersley: Charles Peter (Arch. Assoc. (Lon- 
don): Sch. of Arch.), 8 Sherwood Way, West 
Wickham, Kent. Arthur Korn, and _ the 
President and Hon. Secretary of the Archi- 
tectural Association under Bye-law 3 (6). 


Wright: Leslie Arthur, Dip.Arch. (Nottm, 
(Nottingham Sch. of Arch.), 12a Farouhar 
Road, Upper Norwood, S.E.19. W. J. Durn. 
ford, A. E. Miller, K. L. Sharpe. 


Yardley: Maurice Victor, Dipl.Arch. (Norther 
Polytechnic) (Northern Poly. (London): Dept 
of Arch.), 23 Saint Michaels Road, Bedford 
T. E. Scott, S. F. Burley, Major B. C. Deacon 


Young: Edward Johnston (Arch. Assoc. (Lon. 
don): Sch. of Arch.), c/o Messrs. Weston, 
Burnett and Thorne, 44 Westwood Road, 
Southampton. R. F. Jordan, George Fair. 
weather, A. R. F. Anderson. 


AS LICENTIATES (9) 


Brant: William Henry, 12 York Buildings, 
Adelphi, W.C.2; 81 Warren Road, Banstead, 
Surrey. Victor Wilkins, Charles Blythin, Nie! 
Martin-Kaye. 


Dalton: Frederick James, c/o Messrs. Wilson, 
Mason & Partners, 3 Chandos Street, W.1; 
13 Penrith Avenue, Sale, Cheshire. H. C 
Mason, O. F. Savege, D. J. G. Plumley. 


Gibbs: Stanley Frank, North West Metro. 
politan Regional Hospital Board, Sheffield 
Street, W.C.2; Westerton Lodge, Pyrford, 
Surrey. C. D. Andrews, C. G. Stillman, S. A 
Farmer. 


Jacobson: Zalik, 7 Randolph Court, Randolph 
Avenue, W.9. G. G. Wornum, Lieut.-Col 
D. T. Wallis, Thomas Wallis. 


McDougall: Alexander, Chief Architect, British 
American Tobacco Co., Ltd., 7 Millbank, 
S.W.1; The Lodge, Longstock Nurseries, 
Ringwood Road, Totton, Hants. J. J. Hill, 
W. P. Horsburgh, L. A. D. Shiner. 


Pike: Bertram Roy, c/o L. Magnus Austin, 
Esq., Bowling Alley Walk, Dorchester, Dorset; 
65 Alexandra Road, Dorchester. L. M. Austin, 
E. W. Lewis, Cyril Fifield. 


Spiers: Ernest Noel, Constone Ltd., South 
Wigston, Leicester; 43 Sudeley Avenue, 
Leicester. A. L. Sharpe, T. W. Haird, C. C. 
Ogden. 


Strahan: Francis Charles, 7 Union Court, Old 
Broad Street, E.C.2; 18 Milne Field, Hatch 
End, Middx. Prof. A. E. Richardson, A. H 
Archard, I. G. Smith. 


Walters: Donald Thomas, Imperial Chemical 
Industries, Ardeer Works, Ayrshire; Kingarth, 
Seamill, West Kilbride, Ayrshire. D. G. Walton, 
and applying for nomination by the Council 
under Bye-law 3 (d). 


ELECTION: 3 MARCH 1953 


An election of candidates for membership will 
take place on 3 March 1953. The names and 
addresses of the overseas candidates, with the 
names of their proposers, are herewith pub- 
lished for the information of members. Notice 
of any objection or any other communication 
respecting them must be sent to the Secretary, 
R.I.B.A., not later than Saturday 14 February 
1953. 

The names following the applicant’s address 
are those of his proposers. 


AS ASSOCIATES (6) 


Jackson: Elwyn Campbell (Passed a qualifying 
Exam. approved by the R.A.1.A.), 20 Holyrood 
Street, Camberwell, E.6. Victoria, Australia 
Harold Bartlett, R. S. Demaine, J. F. D 
Scarborough. 


Jaine: William Owen, B.Arch. (Auck.N.Z)) 
(Passed a qualifying Exam. approved by the 
N.Z.1.A.), 52 Ranfurly Road, Epsom, S.E.3. 
Auckland, New Zealand. Prof. A. C. Light. 
Prof. C. R. Knight, M. K. Draffin. 
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Jones: (Miss) Helen Marian (Arch. Assoc. 
London): Sch. of Arch.), 84a Vauxhall Road, 
Devonport, Auckland, New Zealand. Arthur 
Korn, George Fairweather, R. F. Jordan. 


Lockley: Edward Alexander (Passed a quali- 
iying Exam. approved by the R.A.I.A.), 57 
Ridge Street, Gordon, Sydney, N.S.W., 
Austr: ia. W. R. Laurie, J. C. Fowell, G. L. 
Moline 


Riley: Malcolm George, Dipl.Arch. (Leeds) 
(Leeds Sch. of Arch.), c/o Messrs. Blackburne, 
Norburn and Partners, P.O. Box 890, Nairobi, 
Kenya Colony. S. ae Blackburne, G. B. E. 
Norburn, L. G. Jackson. 


Wakelin: Charles Harold, B.Arch. (Auck. N.Z.) 
(Passed a qualifying Exam. approved by the 
N.Z.1L.A.), 20 Norwood Road, 
Auckland, N.3, New Zealand. Prof. A. C. 
Light, W. H. Gummer, C. R. Ford. 


Obituaries 


frank Atkinson [L] died on 31 May. He was 
64 years of age. 

Mr. Atkinson was articled to Méessrs. 
Moore and Crabtree, Keighley, and from 1918 


onwards was in private practice in Bingley. 
In 1944 he entered into partnership with Mr. 
E. OG. Robinson [A], who carries on the practice 
in the name of Frank Atkinson. 

Mr. Atkinson was responsible for a number 
of factories, shops, offices and houses, also a 
sewage disposal scheme, in the West Riding of 
Yorkshire. He was also valuer to the Bingley 
Building Society for 30 years. He was Chair- 
man of the Bingley Urban District Council in 
1930 and a founder member and past Presi- 
dent of the Bingley branch of Rotary. 


Sydney Charles Dowsett [F] died on 5 July 
1951, in Johannesburg. He was aged 71. 

Mr. Dowsett was born in London and 
educated at Leicester House School, Carshal- 
ton, Surrey. He was articled to Messrs. Warner 
and Shoppie, Ludgate Hill, and having served 
his articles emigrated with his parents to 
South Africa. He joined the Johannesburg 
City Council as an architectural draughtsman 
in 1903 and continued to serve with that body 
throughout his career. He retired in 1940 as 
Assistant City Engineer, which post he had 
held since 1932, but was later asked to rejoin 
the Council for the duration of the war. This 
he did, finally retiring in 1945. 

Among other activities, Mr. Dowsett per- 
formed notable work as Chairman of a sub- 


committee of the Transvaal Association of 
City and Town Engineers formed at the 
request of the government of the Union of 
South Africa to revise and co-ordinate build- 
ing and drainage bye-laws for use by muni- 
cipal authorities generally throughout South 
Africa. He also served with the Transvaal 
Townships Board from 1941 until his death. 

Mr. Dowsett was a keen sportsman. He 
twice captained the Transvaal water polo 
team, was president on several occasions of 
the Transvaal Amateur Swimming Association, 
a trustee of the Olympic Games (South Africa) 
and a member of the British Empire Games 
Association and of the Olympic international 
committee. He was also a member of Rotary 
and a Vice-President of the Transvaal Pro- 
vincial Institute of Architects. 


Robert George Andrew Duguid [ZL] died on 
8 July 1952, aged 59. 

Mr. Duguid served his articles with an 
Aberdeenshire firm, and practised from 1904 
to 1914 in that county. From 1919 to 1923 he 
was in the employment of the Board of Agri- 
culture, in Edinburgh. He then went to the 
Ministry of Finance for Northern Ireland, 
Belfast. He remained with them until 1948, 
when he retired but carried on private practice 
until his death. 


MEETING HELD TUESDAY 7 OCTOBER 
1952 


Appointments 

(A) Regional Housing Production Boards. On 
the nomination of the President, the Minister 
of Housing and Local Government has 
appointed the following members as advisers :— 
Region No. 1 (Northern) Mr. F. A. Child [F]. 
Region No. 2 (E. & W. Ridings) Mr. Norval R. 
Paxton [F]. Region No. 3 (N. Midland) Mr. T. 
N. Cartwright [F]. Region No. 4 (Eastern) 
Mr. Peter Bicknell [F]. Region No. 5 (London) 
Mr. A. W. Kenyon [F]. Region No. 6 
(Southern) Mr. E. Steward Smith [F]. Region 
No. 7 (South Western) Lieut.-Col. Eric 
Cole [F]. Region No. 8 (Wales) Dr. T. Alwyn 
Lloyd [F]. Region No. 9 (Midland) Mr. Her- 
dert Jackson [F]. Region No. 10 (N. Western) 
Mr. W. Cecil Young [F]. Region No. 12 
§. Eastern) Mr. Peter F. Shepheard [A]. 

‘B) British Wood Preserving Association: 
R.LB.A. Representative on Executive Com- 
mittee. Mr. C. S. White [F]. 

C) Royal Sanitary Institute and Sanitary 
Inspectors’ Examination Joint Board: R.I.B.A. 
Representative. Mr. L. A. Chackett [F], re- 
appointed for a further three-year period 
from 1 January 1953. 

‘D) R.I.B.A. Representatives on B.S.I. Com- 
mittees. PLC/13: Synthetic Resin Laminated 
Sheet: PLC/13/2: Synthetic Resin Phenolic 
laminated Sheet: Mr. H. H. Clark [4]. 
ul P. Gordon Miller [A]. Mr. A. T. Williams 


Informal address to Council by Minister of 
Housing and Local Government. The Right 
Hon. Harold Macmillan, M.P., Minister of 
Housing and Local Government, has accepted 
4n invitation to attend the Council Luncheon 
on Tuesday 9 December and to give an in- 
‘ormal address to the Council on the work of 
the Ministry at the Council meeting that 
afternoon. 

Presentation of Gavel by Orange Free State 
Provincial Institute of Architects. The President 
‘aid that on the Council’s behalf he had sent 
41 expression of gratitude for the gavel, made 
YW native craftsmen, which was formally 
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presented by Mr. Frederick W. Masey [F] 
at the Council Luncheon held on 1 July 1952. 
The Council approved the President’s action 
and heartily endorsed his thanks to the Orange 
Free State Provincial Institute. 


Sessional Papers. The Secretary reported that 
the lecturer invited to give a Sessional Paper 
on 18 November had unfortunately been 
unable to accept. In place of a Sessional Paper 
on that date, arrangements had been made for 
the Library Group to hold an open meeting 
to which all members and friends would be 
invited and at which Mrs. Phoebe Stanton 
would give a paper on Pugin. A small exhibi- 
tion of Pugin’s work would be mounted on the 
first floor landing, coinciding with the lecture 
and marking the centenary of Pugin’s death. 

In addition, Professor Russell Hitchcock 
had accepted an invitation to read a paper on 
Sullivan on 23 June 1953. 


Annual Reception 1953. The Council approved 
a recommendation that a Reception be given 
in the R.I.B.A. Building in 1953 and that a 
Dinner be held in 1954. It was also agreed to 
defer a decision as to whether a Reception as 
well as a Dinner should be held in 1954. 


London Architecture Bronze Medal. The 
Council, having decided that the Jury to 
consider the award of the London Architec- 
ture Bronze Medal should be composed of 
non-metropolitan members, approved the 
appointment of .the following for the session 
1952-53:—The President; The Hon. Lionel 
Brett [4]—Oxford; Mr. Harold Conolly [F]— 
Chelmsford; Mr. Peter B. Dunham [F]— 
Luton; Mr. A. G. Sheppard Fidler [F]— 
Birmingham; Mr. John Gloag [Hon. 4]; 
Mr. Raymond Mortimer; Mr. Basil Spence 
[F]—Edinburgh; Sir Stephen Tallents [Hon. 
A]; Sir Percy Thomas [F]—Cardiff. 


R.IL.B.A. Architecture Bronze Medals. The 
Secretary reported that the award of the 
R.I.B.A. Architecture Bronze Medal in the 
area of the Northern Architectural Association 
for the five-year period ending 31 December 
1951 had been made in favour of the Ethel 
Williams Hall of Residence, Longbenton, 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne, designed by Messrs. 
Edwards and Manby (Professor W. B. Edwards 
[F], Mr. R. M. Manby [A], and Mr. J.-C. 
Smith [A]); and that the Bronze Medal in 
the area of the West Yorkshire Society of 
Architects for the thirteen-year period ending 
31 December 1951 had been awarded in favour 
of the Cross Gates Branch Library, Farm 
Road, Crossgates, Leeds, designed by Mr. C. 
Castelow [A]. 


Revisions of Rules. Revisions to the Rules of 
the following Allied Societies were given formal 
approval:—The Royal Society of Ulster 
Architects; The Berks, Bucks & Oxon Archi- 
tectural Association; The East Anglian Society 
of Architects; The Sheffield, South Yorkshire 
& District Society of Architects and Surveyors: 
The Suffolk Association of Architects. 


Coronation Commemoration Tree Planting. 
The Council accepted an invitation from the 
Royal Forestry Society to become one of the 
sponsoring bodies of the advisory committee 
on tree planting to commemorate the Corona- 
tion of Her Majesty The Queen. A joint sub- 
committee is being set up. to make necessary 
preparations with a view to making available 
advice to local authorities and other public 
bodies on appropriate measures that might be 
taken in this respect. 


Membership. The following members were 
elected:—as honorary Fellows—3; as Fellows 
—10, as Associates —55; as Licentiates—S. 


Students. 171 Probationers were elected as 
Students. 


Applications for Election. Applications for 
election were approved as follows:—Election 
3 February 1953 (Overseas Candidates): as 
Fellows—3; as Associates—32. 


Applications for Reinstatement. The following 
applications were approved:—as Associates: 
Mrs. Catherine Mary Helen Lambert, Mark 
Mason, Ivan William Watkin. 


Resignations. The following resignations were 
accepted with regret:—Gilbert Murray Simp- 
son [F], Edward Julian Carter [A], Percy 
Dalton [A], Mrs. Emily Muriel Daphne 
King [A], Thomas Michael Lupton [A], 
John Vernon Manners Miles [A], Bernard 
Mosley Lloyd [ZL]. 
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Applications for Transfer to Retired Members’ 
Class under Bye-law 15. The following appli- 
cations were approved:—as Retired Fellows: 
George Bowen Fritchley, Arthur John 
Alexander Illingworth, Robert Russell Pren- 
tice, Rupert Savage. As Retired Associate: 
John Henry Hilary Willman. As Retired 
Licentiate: Hugh Macpherson. 


Obituary. The Secretary reported with regret 
the death of the following members:—The 
Rt. Hon. Lord Macmillan, G.C.V.O., LL.D., 
(Hon. F]. Sir Frederic George Kenyon, 
G.B.E., K.C.B., F.S.A., D.Litt., [Hon. A]. 
Alexander Hamilton Thompson, C.B.E., M.A., 
Hon. D.Litt., F.S.A., [Hon. A]. William James 
Gomm [F]. William Keay [F]. Mr. Keay was 
awarded the R.I.B.A. Architecture Bronze 
Medal for Leicestershire, 1936. He was a past 
President of the Leicestershire and Rutland 
Society of Architects. James Stilwell Munce 
[F]. William James Hamilton Stevenson [F]. 
Frank Waddington [F]. Charles Herbert White 
[F]. William Naseby Adams [Retd. F]. Mr. 
Naseby Adams was a past member of the 
Council and had also served on the Prizes 
and Scholarships Committee, Competitions 
Committee, Public Relations Committee, Pro- 
fessional Conduct. Committee and Practice 
Committee. Frederick de Jersey Clere [Retd. 
F]. Mr. de Jersey Clere had been Hon. Sec. 
of the R.I.B.A. in New Zealand since 1894. 
Lawton Robert Ford [Retd. F]. Gavin Heynes 
Jack [Retd. F]. Mr. Jack was a past member 
of the Public Relations Committee and of the 
Joint Committee on the Control of Elevations 
and Siting of Buildings (as a representative of 
the Council for the Preservation of Rural 
England). Professor Ramsay Traquair [Retd. 
F]. Professor Traquair was for many years an 
Advisory Member of the Board of Architec- 
tural Education and an Overseas Examiner. 
Timothy J. Ahern [A]. Alexander Forbes Cook 
{A]. Leslie Douglas Coombs [A]. Edward 
William Cowell [A]. John William Green [A]. 
Frank Leo Peatfield [A]. Edwin Stanley Stack- 
house [A]. Frederick Fritz Sterne [A]. Alexander 
Hay Lamont [Retd. 4]. George M. Davidson 
[L]. Robert George Andrew Duguid [LZ]. 
Sydney Herbert Head [ZL]. Cyril Herbert 
Smith [L]. David Henry Roberts [L]. Thomas 
Edward Thomas [L]. William John Walter 
Westlake [L]. Harold Williams (Student). By 
resolution of the Council the sympathy and 
condolences of the Royal Institute have been 
conveyed to their relatives. 


Members’ Column 


This column is reserved for notices of changes of 
address, partnership and partnerships vacant or 
wanted, practices for sale or wanted, office 
accommodation, and personal notices other than 
of posts wanted as salaried assistants for which 
the Institute's Employment Register is maintained, 


APPOINTMENTS 

Mr. W. Roy Hurry [A] has been appointed 

Deputy County Architect to the West Suffolk 

County Council. His address is 13 Westgate 

Street, Bury St. Edmunds. 

Mr. Herbert C. Upton [F] has been appointed 

Chief Architect and Surveyor to Cable and 

Wireless Ltd., and his address is now Electra 

House, Victoria Embankment, W.C.2. 

Mr. Jack Whittle [A] has taken up the appoint- 

ment of Deputy Borough Architect and Plan- 

— Officer to the County Borough of West 
am. 


PRACTICES AND PARTNERSHIPS 
Mr. E. J. Barnes [L], Mr. H. B. Challen [F] and 
Mr. E. H. Cross have entered into partnership 
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under the style of Barnes, Challen and Cross, 
and are practising from 21 Gloucester Place, 
W.1 (WEL 8016), where they will be pleased to 
receive trade catalogues, etc. 

Mr. Basil I. Briggs [A] has now opened a branch 
office at 7 Station Chambers, Station Parade, 
High Street North, East Ham, E.6, and would 
be pleased to receive trade journals, catalogues, 
etc. His original practice is still being carried 
on at The Old Town Hall, Great Dunmow, 
Essex. 

Mr. Ronald W. Fury [4] is now in practice on 
his own account at 13 Gillingham Street, S.W.1 
(VIC 7925) and would be pleased to receive 
trade catalogues, etc. 

The partnership of Grayson and Le Sueur 
has been dissolved by mutual consent. Mr. 
A. Le Sueur [4] will continue in practice at 
6 York Street Chambers, St. Helier, Jersey, 
C.I. Mr. A. B. Grayson, A.A.Dipl. [F] has 
opened an office in Hill House, Wincanton 
(Wincanton 3355) and will be pleased to receive 
trade catalogues, etc. 

Mr. R. W. Johnston, A.M.T.P.I. [A] has 
entered into partnership with Mr. Leslie 
Grahame-Thomson [F] and Mr. H. Wylie [4], 
in the firm of Leslie Grahame-Thomson and 
Associates, at 6 Ainslie Place, Edinburgh, 3. 
Messrs. Norman and Dawbarn (Mr. Graham 
Dawbarn, C.B.E. [F], Mr. R. F. Lloyd Jones 
and Mr. Frank Rutter [F]) have taken Mr. 
Alick Low [A] into partnership as from 
1 October 1952. The associates are Mr. Herbert 
Wilson, Mr. Raymond Pidgeon [ZL] and Mr. 
J. P. Thomson. 

Messrs. Quiggin and Gee (Lt.-Col. Ernest Gee 
[F], Mr. E. H. Cornes [A] and Mr. G. R. S. 
Hoskins [A]) of Harley Buildings, 11 Old Hall 
Street, Liverpool, 3, have taken into partnership 
Mr. Alwyn Edward Rice [A] as from 6 October 
1952. 


Following the death of William Benjamin 
Rolfe on 18 July, the practice at One, Belmont, 
Bath, will be carried on at the same address by 
Mr. Alan Crozier-Cole [A] his former partner, 
under the style of Rolfe and Crozier-Cole. 


CHANGE OF NAME 

Mr. Alfred W. Lefkovitch, Dipl. Arch. [A] of 
80 Canterbury Road, Leyton, E.10, has changed 
his name by deed poll to Alfred W. Lester. 


CHANGES OF ADDRESS 

Messrs. Barton and Everitt (Mr. J. C. Everitt 
[L]) have removed their offices to 93 London 
Road, Leicester (Granby 695). 

Mr. G. Flett [A] has removed to c/o Jells, Mid- 
hurst, Newtonhill, nr. Aberdeen, where he 
would be pleased to receive trade catalogues, 
etc. 

The new office address of Mr. Philip B. 
Herbert [A] is 17 Highfield Road, Edgbaston, 
Birmingham, 15 (Edgbaston 3817), and he 
would be pleased to receive trade catalogues, 
etc. 

Mr. D. W. Lichtensteiger [A] has changed his 
address to 1510 Forbes Avenue, North Van- 
couver, B.C., Canada. 

The new address of Professor G. J. McClindon 
[A] is Department of Landscape Architecture, 
The University of Massachusetts, Amherst, 
Mass., U.S.A. 

Mr. J. F. McLean [A] has changed his address to 
the Architect’s Department, British-American 
Tobacco Co. Ltd., Southampton Branch, 
Millbrook, Southampton. 

Messrs. Mence and Moore (Mr. S. Richard 
Mence [A] and Mr. A. Dadley-Moore [L]) 
have removed their offices to 1 St. Leonard’s 
Terrace, Sloane Square, S.W.3 (SLO 5066). 
Messrs. Murray, Delves, Murray and Atkins 
(Mr. Colin H. Murray [F], Mr. H. K. Atkins 
[L], Mr. R. M. Atkins and Mr. F. L. Southey 
[A]) have removed to 14 Chantrey House, 


Buckingham Palace Road, S.W.1, where they 
will be pleased to receive trade catalogues, ete, 
Mr. Ronald D. Salmon, A.A.Dipl. [A], hag 
now opened an office at 2a Vicarage Gar«ens, 
Kensington, W.8, where he will be pleased tg 
receive trade catalogues, samples, etc. 

Mr. Sven Sternfeldt [L], Architect to Messrs, 
Pilkington Bros. Ltd. (glass manufacturers), 
has removed his office from St. Helen’s, Lancs, 
to 164 Shepherdess Walk, London Nj 
(CLE 1051). 

Mr. John Videan [L] has removed his office to 
75 Gray’s Inn Road, W.C.1. The telephone 
numbers (HOL 8069 and CHA 8212) remain 
unchanged. 

Mr. W. Widdows [L] has started in practice at 
*Ladycroft’, Mooroolbark, Victoria, Australia, 
Mr. A. H. Way [4] has removed to 73 Wayland 
Avenue, Brighton, 5. 


PRACTICES AND PARTNERSHIPS 
WANTED AND AVAILABLE 

A.M.T.P.I. [A] with 25 years’ good general 
London experience, including central govem- 
ment, desires partnership or position leading 
thereto in England, Ireland or overseas. Some 
capital available. Box 76, c/o Secretary, 
R.L.B.A. 

Well-established practice for sale in S.W. 
(Torbay) area; any reasonable offer accepted; 
member going abroad in new year. Box 81, 
c/o Secretary, R.1.B.A. 

Wanted to purchase a small general established 
practice or would consider partnership in 
similar practice. Box 82, c/o Secretary, R.I.B.A. 


WANTED AND FOR SALE 

Member requires suitable level, tripod and 
staff for use in architectural practice, particulars 
and price to Box 80, c/o Secretary, R.I.B.A. 
Members (in London) have for disposal office 
furniture including drawing boards, T-squares, 
plan chests, cabinet drawing table and some 
period furniture. Box 79, c/o Secretary, 
R.LB.A. 

For Sale. Antiquarian engineers drawing board 
and mahogany ebony edge T-square in new 
condition, also double elephant plan drawers, 
plan cupboards, artist’s easel, etc. Can b 
seen in W. R. of Yorkshire. Details supplied 
Apply Box 83, c/o Secretary, R.I.B.A. 

For sale, in new condition: Modern Building 
Practice, 4 vols., Ed. Percy E. Thomas; Modem 
Building Construction, 3 vols., Ed. R. Green 
halgh; A History of Architecture; Planning, 
The Architect's Handbook, E. and O.E.; The 
Story of a House, A. B. Waters; Modem 
Building; Ed. H. D. Searles Wood, 5 vols; 
Architectural Building Construction, Jaggatd 
and Drury, Vols. 1-ii part 1 and Vol If; 
Constructional Steelwork Simply Explained, 
Oscar Faber; Post-War Building Studies, 
H.M.S.O., Nos. | to 24; Modern Ideal Homes 
for India, R. S. Deshpande; Molesworth's 
Pocket Book of Engineering Formulae; Specife 
cation 1947; The Cathedrals of England and 
Wales, Vol. 1; Britain and Her Buildings, Joho 
Kirkham; An Understanding of Architecture, 
Robert Lutyens. Library of information sheets, 
complete post-war set to present date in loose 
leaf folders. Architects’ Journal, March 1941 
to date; //lustrated Carpenter and Builder, Jat. 
1947 to date. Bulk offers or individual offers 
considered. Box 84, c/o Secretary, R.1.B.A. 


ACCOMMODATION WANTED 
Architects require five or more large rooms ™ 
office accommodation in London, about 1,20 
1,400 sq. ft. Box 78, c/o Secretary, R.I.B.A. of 
*phone AMB 3740. 


The Royal Institute of British Architects, as 4 
body, is not responsible for statements made # 
opinions expressed in the JOURNAL. 
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